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Cover-ups and Retribution  
 

Inevitably, information began to seep out exposing the many falsehoods and 
deceptions concerning the Iraq war.  The release of this information B including 
information detailing the Niger-Iraq uranium forgeries B led members of the Bush 
Administration to react with a series of leaks and other actions designed to coverup 
their misdeeds and obtain retribution against their critics.  In addition, the Bush 
Administration began disseminating even more falsehoods, in an apparent further 
effort to obscure its initial misstatements.    
 
The Niger Forgeries and the ASliming@ of Ambassador Wilson and his 
Family 

 
The most well-known example of the Bush Administration=s efforts to cover up 

its misdeeds and exact revenge against its critics is its response to Ambassador Joseph 
Wilson=s statements regarding the forged Niger uranium documents.  Ambassador 
Wilson=s exposures B  that not only were the Niger-Iraq uranium documents forgeries, 
but also that the Bush Administration had been 
forewarned of this fact B threatened to bring 
down the entire house of cards of pre-war 
deceptions.  

 
Beginning in the Summer of 2003, with 

the public disclosures concerning the Niger 
forgeries and the Bush Administration=s apparent 
foreknowledge of them, members of the 
Administration initiated a concerted campaign 
to coverup their own misdeeds and taint 
Ambassador Wilson.  The record reflects that (i) 
members of the Bush Administration were highly 
concerned about the disclosures to the point of 
obsession and, as a result, obtained classified information regarding Ambassador 
Wilson and his wife that they leaked to the press, in apparent violation of 
administrative requirements and non-disclosure agreements (if not criminal laws); (ii) 
the leak was not only in apparent retribution against the Wilsons, but also was 
damaging to national security; and (iii) the investigation into the leak was delayed by 
members of the Bush Administration, beset by conflicts of interest, and accompanied 
by numerous misstatements and falsehoods.675  The leak story culminated in the 
federal criminal indictment, issued by Special Counsel Patrick Fitzgerald, of I. Lewis 
(AScooter@) Libby, Vice President Cheney=s Chief of Staff (the ALibby Indictment@).676  

 
 Disclosure and Panic 

 
According to the Libby Indictment, numerous media stories and inquiries into 

the Administration=s use of faulty intelligence led to this consternation in the White 

"It's slime and defend . . .@  
 
-------October 2, 2003, 
Republican aide on Capitol 
Hill, describing the White 
House's effort to raise 
questions about Mr. Wilson's 
motivations and its 
simultaneous effort to shore 
up support in the Republican 
ranks.674
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House.  Articles were published in The New York Times,677 The Washington Post,678 
and The New Republic,679 among others.680 

 
Clearly, this media onslaught B aimed directly at one of the Bush 

Administration=s principal rationales for the war and challenging its veracity B caused 
considerable turmoil in the White House.  For example, after he finished a discussion 
on this issue with Matthew Cooper on July 11, 2003, Karl Rove expressed alarm over 
the damage this line of inquiry could cause the President, writing in an e-mail to 
Deputy Security Advisor Stephen Hadley:  AWhen [Cooper] finished his brief heads-up 
he immediately launched into Niger. . . .   Isn=t this damaging?  Hasn=t president 
been hurt?  I didn=t take the bait, but I said if I were him I wouldn’t get Time far 
out on this.@681 
 

According to White House sources, Libby became enraged over Wilson=s 
disclosures to the point of obsession.  The Los Angeles Times wrote, AVice President 

Dick Cheney=s chief of staff was so angry about the public 
statements of former ambassador Joseph C. Wilson IV, a Bush 
administration critic married to an undercover CIA officer, that he 
monitored all of Wilson=s television appearances and urged the 
White House to mount an aggressive public campaign against him, 
former aides say.@682  The Los Angeles Times went on to say that 
A[t]the intensity with which Libby reacted to Wilson had many 
senior White House staffers puzzled, and few agreed with his 
counterattack plan or its rationale, former aides said.@683 

 
Instead of responding to these charges in an above board and 

factual manner, officials in the Bush Administration chose to cover 
up their earlier deceptions by using their positions of authority to 
obtain classified information to undermine and attack Ambassador 
Wilson and his wife.  According to the Libby Indictment and other 

sources, this was done in apparent violation of relevant administrative requirements, 
non-disclosure agreements, and potentially the criminal laws. 
 

The Libby Indictment makes clear that Mr. Libby obtained classified 
information about Ambassador Wilson=s trip, and his wife, from at least six sources 
within the government, including Vice President Cheney himself.  This began on May 
29, 2003, when Libby sought information concerning Wilson=s travel from an under 
secretary of state, which he received via oral reports and fax over the course of the 
next two weeks.684  (The under secretary is reported to be John Bolton, who is now 
the U.S. Ambassador to the United Nations.685)  On June 11, 2003, Libby also sought 
and received similar information from a CIA officer.686  The next day, Libby learned 
from Vice President Cheney that Wilson=s wife worked at the CIA=s 
Counterproliferation Division,687 which is part of the CIA=s secret Clandestine 
Service.688  Libby further broached the topic of Wilson=s wife on June 14, 2003 with a 
CIA briefer.689  Next, on July 8, 2003, Libby asked the Vice President=s counsel, David 

 
 
Scooter Libby was 
becoming enraged over 
Wilson’s disclosures to the 
point of obsession. 
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Addington, about CIA paperwork requirements for trips by spouses of CIA 
employees.690  Finally, at some point before July 8, 2003, Libby obtained additional 
information about Wilson=s wife from the Assistant to the Vice President for Public 
Affairs.691 
 

Significantly, Libby was not the only individual in the White House soliciting or 
receiving information about Ambassador Wilson=s wife in the wake of the disclosures 
about possible Bush Administration wrongdoing and misstatements.  The record 
indicates that numerous additional officials, including Vice President Cheney,692 
Secretary of State Powell,693 and Political Director Rove,694 were also obtaining access 
to classified information concerning Wilson=s wife. 
 

Once these various high-ranking Administration officials obtained this 
information that they believed would help with damage control on the embarrassing 
Niger disclosures, it was widely shared with others in the Administration as well as the 
press.  For example, Mr. Libby shared the classified 
information with his principal deputy;695 with Karl 
Rove;696 and with then-White House Press Secretary Ari 
Fleischer.697  Classified information concerning 
Ambassador Wilson=s trip and his wife=s employment at 
the CIA was also widely shared on Air Force One on 
June 10, 2003,698 and on Air Force Two on July 12, 
2003.699 
 

Even more significantly, although Mr. Libby and 
the other members of the Administration had to know 
the information was classified (the Libby indictment 
includes numerous references that make it clear that 
Valerie Plame=s employment at the CIA is classified),700 
they nevertheless widely shared this damaging 
information with the press.  Thus, for example, before 
Novak=s column ran, at least four Administration 
officials (Mr. Libby, Mr. Rove, and two still as of yet 
unknown Administration officials) called at least five 
Washington journalists (Ms. Miller, Mr. Novak, Mr. 
Cooper, Mr. Pincus, and Mr. Woodward) and disclosed 
the identity and occupation of Wilson=s wife.  The Libby Indictment and related 
accounts describes in greater detail the White House effort to stem questions 
surrounding the forged Niger documents by disclosing classified information to the 
media: 
 

• Washington Post Assistant Managing Editor Bob Woodward 
testified that yet another senior Administration official told him 
about CIA operative Valerie Plame and her position as early as 
May 2005, one month before her name was disclosed.701 

 
 

Washington Post Assistant Managing Editor 
Bob Woodward testified that yet another 
senior Administration official told him 
about CIA operative Valerie Plame and her 
position as early as May 2005, one month 
before her name was disclosed. 
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• AOn or about June 23, 2003, Libby met with New York Times 
reporter Judith Miller. . . .  In discussing the CIA=s handling of 
Wilson=s trip to Niger, Libby informed her that Wilson=s wife might 
work at a bureau of the CIA.@702 

 
• On July 8, Libby discussed with Miller Wilson=s trip and criticized 

the CIA reporting concerning Wilson=s trip.  During this discussion, 
Libby advised Miller of his belief that Wilson=s wife worked for the 
CIA.703 

 
• On or about July 10 or 11, the indictment states that Karl Rove 

was one of the sources who had confirmed to Robert Novak that 
Ambassador Wilson=s wife worked for the CIA:  AOn or about July 
10 or July 11, 2003, Libby spoke to a senior official in the White 
House (AOfficial A@) who advised Libby of a conversation Official A 
[subsequently identified as Karl Rove] had earlier that week with 
columnist Robert Novak in which Wilson=s wife was discussed as a 
CIA employee involved in Wilson=s trip.  Libby was advised by 
Official A that Novak would be writing a story about Wilson=s 
wife.@704 

 
• On July 11, in the morning, Karl Rove had a short conversation 

with Time magazine reporter Matthew Cooper.  Rove told Cooper 
that Wilson's wife worked for the CIA and had a hand in sending 
him to Niger.705 

 
• On July 12, in the afternoon, Libby spoke by telephone to 

Matthew Cooper, who asked whether Libby had heard that 
Wilson=s wife was involved in sending Wilson on the trip to Niger.  
Libby confirmed to Cooper, without elaboration or qualification, 
that he had heard this information too.706 

 
• AOn or about July 12, 2003, in the late afternoon, Libby spoke by 

telephone with Judith Miller of the New York Times and discussed 
Wilson=s wife and that she worked at the CIA.@707 

 
• On July 12, according to press reports, an administration official 

who has not been identified returned a call from Walter Pincus of 
The Washington Post.  The official Aveered off the precise matter 
we were discussing and told me . . . [Ambassador Wilson=s trip] 
was a boondoggle set up by his wife,@ Pincus has written.708 

 
Contrary to the arguments of many in the Bush Administration, these 

disclosures to the media do not appear to have been inadvertent or merely confirming 
in nature.  For instance, in reference to the two senior Administration officials who 
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provided him with Valerie Plame Wilson=s status as a covert operative, Bob Novak 
later admitted AI didn=t dig it out, it was given to me. . .  They thought it was 
significant, they gave me the name and I used it.@709  Mr. Novak also stated on 
December 14, 2005, that he would be Aamazed@ if the president didn't know the 
source's identity and that the public should "bug the president as to whether he 
should reveal who the source is.@710  Also, as noted above, another administration 
official actually Aveered@ at the subject at hand to bring up Ambassador Wilson=s trip 
and complain that it Awas a boondoggle set up by Wilson=s wife.@711  A senior source in 
the Administration also acknowledged that officials brought up Plame as part of their 
broader case against Wilson.  A>It was unsolicited,= the source said.  >They were 
pushing back.  They used everything they had.=@712 
 
Retribution and Damage 
 

There is also significant evidence that, in addition to leaking this classified 
information to deflect criticism from the President and Vice-President for their false 

uranium and other nuclear claims, the 
Bush Administration was motivated by 
revenge and retribution.  First, we have 
the stunning admission, by a Republican 
congressional aide, that the White 
House strategy with respect to 
Ambassador Wilson=s charges was to 
Aslime and defend.@713 

 
We also have the statement by the 

host of MSNBC=s Hardball, Chris 
Matthews:  AI just got off the phone with 
Karl Rove who said your wife is fair 
game.@714  We also have the statement by 
a senior Bush Administration official that 
A[the leak] was meant purely and simply 
for revenge.@715  Asked about the motive 

for describing the leaks, the senior official said the leaks were Awrong and a huge 
miscalculation, because they were irrelevant and did nothing to diminish Wilson=s 
credibility.@716 
 

There are numerous additional sources who have indicated that revenge was a 
motivating factor behind the series of leaks.  Vince Cannistraro, a former Chief of 
Operations and Analysis for the CIA=s Counterterrorism Center, noted the retaliatory 
nature of the leak:  A[Administration officials] were trying to not only undermine 
and trash Ambassador Wilson, but to demonstrate their contempt for CIA by 
bringing Valerie=s name into it.  Wasn=t germane to their argument, but they 
brought it in there deliberately, vindictively in, in my judgment, a dirty trick.@717  

 
Chris Matthews, host of MSNBC=s Hardball, AI just got off 
the phone with Karl Rove who said your wife is fair 
game.” 
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Echoing this belief, former CIA Case Officer Jim Marcinkowski noted, A[T]he interest 
being advanced by this disclosure was certainly not national security.@718 
 

The Los Angeles Times reported that the Aintensity with 
which Libby reacted to Wilson had many senior White House 
staffers puzzled, and few agreed with his counterattack plan, or 
its rationale.@719  An ex-Administration official said Athis might 
have been about politics on some level, but it is also personal.  
[Libby] feels that his honor has been questioned, and his 
instinct is to strike back.@720  

 
These leaks of classified information by Bush Administration 

officials have damaged national security.721  At his press 
conference on October 28, 2005, Fitzgerald stated that the 
leaks were Aa serious breach of the public trust,@ and he said the 
disclosure of Ms. Wilson=s status were a set-back to the Central 
Intelligence Agency and its employees, at minimum as a deterrent 
to the recruiting of new officers.722  Numerous ex-CIA agents also 
have confirmed the damaging nature of these politically motivated 
disclosures.  For example, Arthur Brown, who retired in February 
as the CIA=s Asian Division chief and is now a senior vice president 
at the consultancy firm Control Risks Group, declared that A[c]over 
and tradecraft are the only forms of protection one has and to 
have that stripped away because of political scheming is the moral 
equivalent to exposing forward deployed military units.@723  
 

Many Republicans tried to minimize the damage by 
challenging Mrs. Wilson's status as a covert agent.724  For example, on July 17, House 
Republican Whip Roy Blunt (R-MO) read from the Republican talking points and stated, 
A[Y]ou know, this was a job that the ambassador=s wife had that she went to every 
day.  It was a desk job.  I think many people in Washington understood that her 
employment was at the CIA, and she went to that office every day.@725   
 

However, many former CIA agents were critical of Republican efforts to dismiss 
Ms. Plame=s job as a non-covert desk job.  Larry Johnson, a former CIA analyst, and 
ten other former intelligence officers wrote to congressional leaders calling the 
disclosure of her name a Ashameful event in American history.@726  Citing statements 
by Republican allies, they stated:   A[I]ntelligence officers should not be used as 
political footballs.  In the case of Valerie Plame, she still works for the CIA and is not 
in a position to publicly defend her reputation and honor.@727  At a Democratic hearing 
on the leak, former intelligence officers reiterated their plea that Republicans cease 
their attacks on Mrs. Wilson.728     

 
  
 

 
 

“[Administration officials] 
were trying to not only 
undermine and trash 
Ambassador Wilson, but to 
demonstrate their contempt
for CIA by bringing Valerie=s 
name into it.  Wasn=t 
germane to their argument, 
but they brought it in there 
deliberately, vindictively in,
in my judgment, a dirty 
trick.” 
 
---- Vincent Cannistraro,  
former Chief of Operations 
and Analysis for the CIA=s 
Counterterrorism Center 
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Delays, Conflicts, and More Lies 
 

Once it became clear that someone in the Bush Administration had leaked 
classified information for political gain, rather than move quickly to identify and 
dismiss and, if necessary, prosecute the responsible parties B as had been initially 
promised B the Administration did the opposite.  The record shows that members of 
the Bush Administration delayed and encumbered the investigation and engaged in 
even more lies and misstatements.  In fact, from the very outset, the Bush 
Administration=s handling of the leak has been rife with political and procedural 
irregularities.    
 

The Department of Justice caused serious delays to the investigation by failing 
to pursue the allegations and by failing to obtain waivers from White House personnel 
in a timely manner.  Initially, the Department failed to open an investigation into the 
leak.  Immediately after Mr. Novak=s piece was published, the CIA contacted the 
Justice Department four times in the span of three weeks to (1) notify it that the 
disclosure of Wilson=s name and covert status probably violated the law and (2) 
request a criminal investigation.729  On September 29, 2003, over a month after the 
first CIA notification, the Department finally confirmed that the FBI would investigate 
the leak.730 
 

Unfortunately, the Department=s handling of the case was subject to further 
delays and conflicts of interest.  For example, the Department waited three days 
before notifying the White House of the investigation, and the then-White House 
Counsel Gonzalez in turn waited eleven hours before asking all White House staff to 
preserve any evidence.  (Gonzales claimed that this day was approved by the 
Department of Justice).731  Moreover, any evidence employees turned over was and 
continues to be screened for Arelevance@ by White House counsel, perhaps filtering 
out critical information.732  One reason given for these delays was that the 
Department was Agoing a bit slower on this one because it is so high-profile,@733 
according to FBI sources.   
 

In addition to causing delay, other aspects of the Department=s handling of the 
investigation are of concern.  For example, law enforcement officials close to the 
investigation have indicated that then-Attorney General Ashcroft was personally and 
privately briefed on FBI interviews of Karl Rove, then a senior advisor to the President 
and now the Deputy White House Chief of Staff.734  At the time of these events, Mr. 
Ashcroft had personal and political connections to Mr. Rove B Mr. Rove was an 
adviser to Mr. Ashcroft during the latter=s political campaigns, earning almost 
$750,000 for his services.735 
 

Finally, on December 30, 2003, these conflicts led the Attorney General to 
recuse himself from the investigation.  Then-Deputy Attorney General James Comey 
became the acting Attorney General for the matter and simultaneously appointed 
Patrick Fitzgerald, the U.S. Attorney for the Northern District of Illinois, as a special 
counsel to lead the investigation.736 
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However, even Mr. Fitzgerald=s appointment did not stop the Administration=s 
efforts to delay the investigation.  Mr. Fitzgerald encountered numerous problems, 
including Administration officials= failure to execute waivers of privilege.   For 
example, Mr. Libby=s initial failure to execute a clear and unequivocal waiver of 
privilege to Judith Miller significantly delayed and impeded Mr. Fitzgerald=s 
investigation.737  Indeed, in a March 2005 filing with the court hearing the case, Mr. 
Fitzgerald stated he could not close the matter because of Ms. Miller=s inability to 
testify about conversations with senior government officials.738   Looking back at the 
investigation on the day the grand jury expired, Mr. Fitzgerald noted that witnesses 
had not been able to testify when subpoenas were issued in August 2004, lamenting 
that Awe would have been here in October 2004 instead of October 2005.@739 

Members of the Bush Administration also have sought to coverup their own 
misdeeds through a series of lies and misstatements.  First, the White House Press 
Secretary repeatedly provided false information to the American people about the 
leak and the investigation.  At a minimum, this occurred in exchanges on September 
29, 2003,740 and on October 7, 2003,741 which together contain at least eight 
falsehoods by Mr. McClellan. 
 

With regard to Karl Rove being Ainvolved@ in the leak, Mr. McClellan asserted (i) 
that it was a Aridiculous suggestion@; (ii) that Ait=s not true@; (iii) Athat he was not 
involved@; and (iv) Athere=s no truth to the suggestion that he was.@  With regard to 
whether Scooter Libby, Karl Rove, or Elliot Abrams Awere the leakers,@ Mr. McClellan 
also claimed (v) it was a Aridiculous suggestion@; (vi) Ait is simply not true@; (vii) AI=ve 
said its not true@; and (viii) Athere is simply no truth to that suggestion.  And I have 
spoken with Karl about it.@ 

 
In addition to Mr. McClellan=s false statements, Mr. Rove also made direct 

misstatements to the public.  Asked on September 29, 2003 whether he had Aany 
knowledge@ of the leak or whether he leaked the name of the CIA agent, Rove 
answered ANo.@742   

 
There is also clear evidence that Vice President Cheney Amisspoke@ on national 

television when he denied any knowledge of who sent Mr. Wilson to Niger.  On a 
September 14, 2003 appearance on Meet the Press, Cheney said:  AI don=t know Joe 
Wilson . . . [and have] no idea who hired him.@743  In point of fact, as the Libby 
Indictment reveals, Aon or about June 12, 2003, Libby was advised by the Vice 
President of the United States that Wilson=s wife worked at the Central Intelligence 
Agency in the Counterproliferation Division.  Libby understood that the Vice President 
had learned this information from the CIA.@744  This clearly contradicts Cheney=s 
statement on Meet the Press. 
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The President himself appears to have mislead the American people regarding 
this cover-up when, among other things, he revoked his pledge to dismiss any and all 
leakers from his Administration.  On September 30, 2003, when President Bush was 
asked about the matter and Rove=s involvement in it, the 
President flatly declared: AListen, I know of nobody B I 
don=t know of anybody in my administration who leaked 
classified information. . . .  If somebody did leak classified 
information, I=d like to know it, and we=ll take the 
appropriate action.  And this investigation is a good 
thing.@745   

 
The President was even more definitive on June 10, 

2004, in the middle of his re-election campaign:  
 

Q.  Do you stand by your pledge to fire anyone 
found to have done so? 

 
THE PRESIDENT: Yes.746   

 
Despite these promises, on July 18, 2005, as it 

became increasingly clear that senior White House 
officials played a role in the leak, the President made it far less likely that the leakers 
would be subject to administrative discipline.  At a press conference with the Prime 
Minister of India, President Bush stated, Aif someone committed a crime, they will no 
longer work in my administration,@747 a stunningly low threshold for ethics.748 
 
 

 Other Instances of Bush Administration Retribution Against its Critics 
 

Beyond the Asliming@ of Ambassador Wilson, the Bush Administration appears to 
have engaged in a coordinated assault against numerous individuals and institutions 
that dared to challenge the Administration=s assertions and conclusions about the Iraq 
war.  These attacks were an apparent effort to both silence honest whistleblowers 
and shift focus away from the root 
of the problem - the 
Administration=s wrongdoing.750 

 
The list of persons who 

have suffered this fate is long, 
ranging from former General 
Shinseki, who was Asidelined for 
questioning the administration=s 
projections about needed troop 
strength in Iraq@751; to Jeffrey 
Kofman for reporting about 

 
 
At a June 10, 2004 press conference,  
 
Q:  Do you stand by your pledge to fire 
anyone to have [leaked Valerie Plame’s 
identity]?” 

 
Bush:  Yes 

AThe White House press office is under new 
management and has become slightly more 
aggressive about contacting reporters.@749 
 
-----July 16, 2003, Conservative Blogger Matt 
Drudge, describing how the Bush Administration 
gave him information in order to out a reporter 
as gay who had interviewed United States troops 
frustrated with the Iraq War. 
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frustrated soldiers in Iraq; to a CIA analyst named AJerry@ for ascertaining the truth 
about ACurveball.@ 
 
Former General Eric Shinseki and Others in the Military 
 

Former General Eric Shinseki, Chief of Staff of the United States Army, was 
punished and undermined for contradicting Donald Rumsfeld=s pre-war assessment of 
troop needs in Iraq.  In February 2003, Shinseki presciently testified before the 
Senate Armed Services Committee that the Defense Department=s troop estimate 
for occupying Iraq was too low and that Asomething on the order of several 
hundred thousand soldiers@ would be needed.752  He further stated, AWe=re talking 

about post-hostilities control over a piece of geography that=s 
fairly significant, with the kinds of ethnic tensions that could 
lead to other problems.@753  He continued: AIt takes a 
significant ground force presence to maintain a safe and 
secure environment, to ensure that people are fed, that 
water is distributed all the normal responsibilities that go 
along with administering a situation like this.@754 
 

This, however, was very different from what the 
Defense Department had been telling Congress and the 
American public, as it had put the figure for occupation troop 
needs closer to 100,000 troops.  Deputy Defense Secretary 
Paul Wolfowitz called Shinseki=s estimate Awildly off the mark@ 
and said AI am reasonably certain that U.S. troops will greet 
us as liberators, and that will help us to keep requirements 
down.@755  Later, Defense Secretary Rumsfeld echoed these 
remarks, stating that A[t]he idea that it would take several 
hundred thousand U.S. forces I think is far off the mark@756  It 
was also reported that in a semi-private meeting, the 
Pentagon=s civilian leadership told the Village Voice 
newspaper that General Shinseki=s remark was Abullshit from a 
Clintonite enamored of using the army for peacekeeping and 
not winning wars.@757  
 

General Shinseki refused to back down from his honest B and ultimately correct 
B  estimate.  A spokesman for the General, Col. Joe Curtin, stated, AHe was asked a 
question and he responded with his best military judgment.@758  And, in another 
congressional hearing, General Shinseki stated that the number Acould be as high as 
several hundred thousand. . . .  We all hope it is something less.@759   
 

In the end, General Shinseki=s comments, and his willingness to say them 
publicly, cost him his job worth and status.  In revenge for his comments, Defense 
Department officials leaked the name of Shinseki=s replacement 14 months before his 
retirement, rendering him a lame duck commander and Aembarrassing and 

 
 

General Eric Shinseki’s willingness 
to publicly state, against the 
wishes of the Bush administration, 
the total number of forces 
required for victory in post-war 
Iraq cost him his job. 
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neutralizing the Army=s top officer.@760  As one person who engaged in high-level 
planning for both wars said, AThere was absolutely no debate in the normal sense.  
There are only six or eight of them who make the decisions, and they only talk to 
each other.  And if you disagree with them in public, they=ll come after you, the way 
they did with Shinseki.@761  Shinseki Adared to say publicly that several hundred 
thousand troops would be needed to occupy Iraq [and] was ridiculed by the 
administration and his career was brought to a close.@762  Another reporter noted that 
A[t]his administration has a history of undermining people who raise questions. . . .  
Army Chief of Staff Gen. Eric Shinseki was publicly humiliated for suggesting it would 
take hundreds of thousands of troops to secure a post-Saddam Iraq.@763 
 

A situation similar to that of General Shinseki was the retaliation against Major 
General John Riggs.  Major General Riggs gave an interview with The Baltimore Sun 
saying the army needed at least another 10,000 soldiers because it was being 
stretched too thin between Iraq and Afghanistan.764  General George W. Casey 
subsequently told Riggs to Astay in your lane@ and not discuss the troops.765  Riggs 
retired and was denied his full rank, officially for Aminor infractions.@766  A retired 
Army Lieutenant General, Jay M. Garner, a one-time Pentagon adviser who ran 
reconstruction efforts in Iraq in 2003, commented that when Riggs made his comment 
about being overstretched in Iraq, the Administration Awent bats . . . .  The military 
part of [the defense secretary=s office] has been politicized.  If [officers] disagree, 
they are ostracized and their reputations are ruined.@767   
 

Another victim of the Administration=s attacks was Army Spc. 
Thomas Wilson, a 31-year-old member of a Tennessee National 
Guard unit.  After asking Donald Rumsfeld why vehicle armor was 
still scarce nearly two years after the start of the war, Mr. Wilson 
was trashed as an insubordinate plant of the Aliberal media.@768 
 

 Former Secretary of Treasury Paul O=Neill and Economic Adviser 
Lawrence Lindsey 
 

Former Secretary of Treasury Paul O=Neill was punished twice 
by the Administration, once for opposing Bush=s tax policy, for which 
he was forced to resign in January 2003,769 and later for providing a 
first hand account of the Administration=s decision-making process in 
the lead up to the Iraq war.  In AThe Price of Loyalty,@ written by 
former Wall Street Journal reporter Ron Suskind, O=Neill recounts 
how the Administration was discussing plans for going to war in Iraq 
in the earliest days of Bush=s presidency, well before the September 
11 attacks.  He stated that Iraq was discussed at the first National 
Security Council meeting after Bush was inaugurated in January 
2001.  "From the very beginning, there was a conviction that 
Saddam Hussein was a bad person and that he needed to go," O'Neill 
told 60 Minutes.770  The only task was Afinding a way to do it.@771  He also stated that 

 
 
Former Secretary of 
Treasury Paul O=Neill was 
punished by the 
Administration for opposing 
Bush=s tax policy, for which 
he was forced to resign, and 
later for providing a first 
hand account of the 
Administration=s decision-
making process in the lead 
up to the Iraq war.  
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he never saw any credible intelligence indicating that Saddam Hussein had weapons of 
mass destruction.772 
 

Before the book was published, Donald Rumsfeld called Secretary O=Neill and 
tried to persuade his longtime friend not to go through with the project.  Rumsfeld 
labeled it a Asour grapes@ book.773  But when Mr. O=Neill went through with the book, 
the Administration sought to discredit him by launching an investigation into his use of 
classified documents and whether he shared them with 60 Minutes in his 
interviews.774  As Paul Krugman of The New York Times points out, the Administration 
Aopened an investigation into how a picture of a possibly classified document 
appeared during Mr. O'Neill's TV interview.775 
 

The investigation did not uncover any improprieties.776  The Treasury 
Department=s inspector general reported that although O=Neill received the classified 
material after his resignation, the lapse was the fault of the department, not 
O=Neill.777  It is noteworthy now sharply this contrast with evident lack of concern 
when a senior administration official, still unknown, blew the cover of a C.I.A. 
operative because her husband had revealed some politically inconvenient facts.@778 
 

The Administration also sought to minimize O=Neill=s role as a high-level official 
and painted him to be completely out of step with reality.  As one writer observed, 

AO=Neill's revelations have not been met by any factual rebuttal.  
Instead, they have been greeted with anonymous character 
assassination from a >senior official=:  >Nobody listened to him 
when he was in office.  Why should anybody now?=@779 

 
Press Secretary Scott McClellan said AWe appreciate his 

service, but we are not in the business of doing book reviews. . 
. .  It appears that the world according to Mr. O'Neill is more 
about trying to justify his own opinion than looking at the 
reality of the results we are achieving on behalf of the 
American people.@780  Another senior Administration official 
stated, AThe Treasury Secretary is not in the position to have 
access to that kind of information, where he can make 
observations of that nature . . . This is a head-scratcher."781  

 
The Administration also went after former senior White 

House economic adviser Larry Lindsey.  Mr. Lindsey angered the 
White House in September 2002 when he made a prescient 
prediction that a war with Iraq would cost between $100 billion 
and $200 billion, an estimate Administration officials at the 
time insisted was too high.  In December 2002, the White House 
requested that Lindsey resign from his post.782  Lindsey=s 
estimate, of course, has proved to be on the far low side.783  As 
Frank Rich wrote, ALawrence Lindsey, the president=s chief  

 

  
Senior White House Economic 
Advisor, Lawrence Lindsay, was 
asked to resign three months 
after he crossed the Bush 
Administration by publicly 
predicting the war would cost 
between $100 and $200 billion.  
This estimate has proved to be 
far less than the current total 
costs.  
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economic adviser, was pushed out after he accurately projected the cost of the Iraq 
war.@784 
 

 Richard Clarke 
 

The Administration personally attacked Richard Clarke, the former 
counterterrorism czar, for publishing a book in which he recounted how the Bush 
Administration was fixated on invading Iraq.  Clarke=s book, AAgainst All Enemies:  
Inside the White House=s War on TerrorBWhat Really Happened,@ was published in 
March of 2004.  Clarke, who worked for both Democrat and Republican 
administrations and helped shape U.S. policy on terrorism under President Reagan and 
the first President Bush as well as President Clinton, suggests in his book that 
President Bush was overly fixated on Saddam Hussein and Iraq.  As a result, the 
President let down his guard on al Qaeda.  Clarke stated that Bush=s top aides wanted 
to use the terrorist attacks of September 11 as an excuse to remove Saddam from 
power.785  In an interview with CBS, Clarke recalled:  ARumsfeld was saying we needed 
to bomb Iraq . . . We all said, >but no, no, al-Qaeda is in Afghanistan.=@786  Rumsfeld 
responded: AThere aren=t any good targets in 
Afghanistan.  And there are lots of good 
targets in Iraq.@787  
 

Clarke also stated that his team 
substantively examined whether there was a 
connection between Iraq and the September 
11 attacks.  AWe got together all the FBI 
experts, all the C.I.A. experts.  We wrote the 
report.  We sent the report out to C.I.A. and 
found FBI and said, >Will you sign this report?=  
They all cleared the report.  And we sent it up 
to the president and it got bounced by the 
National Security Advisory or Deputy.  It got 
bounced and sent back saying, >Wrong answer. 
. . .  Do it again.=@788  
 

Because of these revealing accounts, 
the Bush Administration went into attack mode 
in an attempt to discredit and smear Clarke.  
Dan Bartlett, White House communications director, dismissed Clarke=s accounts as 
Apolitically motivated,@ Areckless,@ and Abaseless.@789  Scott McClellan, President Bush=s 
spokesman, portrayed Clarke as a disgruntled former employee:  AMr. Clarke has been 
out there talking about what title he had . . .  He wanted to be the deputy secretary 
of the Homeland Security Department after it was created.  The fact of the matter is, 
just a few months after that, he left the administration.  He did not get that position.  
Someone else was appointed.@790  National Security Adviser Condoleezza Rice alleged 
that: ADick Clarke just does not know what he is talking about.  He wasn't involved in 
most of the meetings of the Administration.@791  Vice President Cheney stated that 

 
 
The Bush Administration went into attack mode in an 
attempt to discredit and smear Clarke after he published 
a book in which he recounted how the Bush 
Administration was fixated on invading Iraq. 
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Clarke Awasn=t in the loop, frankly, on a lot of this stuff . . .  It was as though he 
clearly missed a lot of what was going on.@792  Even Republican Majority Leader Bill 
Frist went after Clarke, saying A[i]n his appearance before the 9/11 commission, Mr. 
Clarke=s theatrical apology on behalf of the nation was not his right, his privilege or 
his responsibility.  In my view it was not an act of humility, but an act of supreme 
arrogance and manipulation.@793 
 

The Bush Administration=s smear campaign against Clarke was widely discussed.  
As Joe Conason, a political commentator and journalist, stated, A[A]dministration 
officials have been bombarding him with personal calumny and abuse.  They have 
called him an embittered job-seeker, a publicity-seeking author, a fabricator, a 
Democratic partisan and, perhaps worst of all, a friend of a friend of John 
Kerry.@794  Sidney Blumenthal noted, AThe controversy raging around Clarke=s book B 
and his testimony before the 9/11 commission that Bush ignored warnings about 
terrorism that might have prevented the attacksBrevolves around his singularly 
unimpeachable credibility.  In response, the Bush administration has launched a full-
scale offensive against him: impugning his personal motives, claiming he is a 
disappointed job-hunter, that he is publicity mad, a political partisan . . . as well as 
ignorant, irrelevant and a liar.@795  The Administration=s attacks were seriously 
questioned by those who were aware of Clarke=s qualifications.  One journalist 
described the White House=s attacks as Adesperate@ because Afor the first time since 
the September 11 attacks, Bush=s greatest accomplishments have been credibly recast 
as his greatest failures.@796   
 

 Cindy Sheehan  
 
Cindy Sheehan, founder of Gold Star Families for 

Peace, is the mother of Casey Sheehan, a church group leader 
and honor roll student who enlisted in 2000 before the 
September 11 attacks.  At the age of 24, on April 4, 2004, 
Casey died in a rescue mission with six other soldiers in Sadr 
City.  This was almost a year from the date President Bush 
declared Amission accomplished@ in Iraq and announced the 
end of major combat operations.   
 

After the death of her son, Ms. Sheehan became an 
active leader and participant in protesting the Iraq war.  On 
August 6, 2005, Ms. Sheehan set up camp at President Bush=s 
ranch in Crawford, Texas, asserting that she would remain 
there until the President agreed to meet with her to discuss 
the war.797    
 

Instead of meeting with Sheehan,798 the Administration 
and other conservative media outlets began to attack Sheehan.  Columnist Maureen 
Dowd noted that the ABush team tried to discredit >Mom= by pointing reporters to an 

 
 
The Bush Administration 
enlisted all of its media friends 
on talk radio and the 
blogosphere to label Cindy 
Sheehan a “crackpot” and to 
spread tales about her divorce. 
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old article in which she sounded kinder to W.  If only her husband were an undercover 
C.I.A. operative, the Bushies could out him.  But even if they send out a squad of 
Swift Boat Moms for Truth, there will be a countering Falluja Moms for Truth.@799   
 

The attacks continued as Fred Barnes of Fox News labeled Sheehan a 
Acrackpot.@800  Conservative blogs then started talking about Sheehan=s divorce.  AThe 
right-wing blogosphere quickly spread tales of her divorce, her angry Republican in-
laws, her supposed political flip-flops, her incendiary sloganeering and her association 
with known ticket-stub-carrying attendees of >Fahrenheit 9/11.=  Rush Limbaugh went 
so far as to declare that Ms. Sheehan=s >story is nothing more than forged documents - 
there=s nothing about it that=s real.=@801 
 

The President also joined in on the attack by criticizing Sheehan as 
unrepresentative of most military families he meets.  He labeled anti-war protestors 
as dangerous isolationists and stated that they advocated policies that would 
embolden terrorists.  AAn immediate withdrawal of our troops in Iraq or the broader 
Middle East, as some have called for, would only embolden the terrorists and create a 
staging ground to launch more attacks against America and free nations,@ he told an 
audience mostly made up of Idaho National Guard members.802  
 

Commenting on these typical administration smear tactics, journalist Ahmed 
Amr wrote the following:   
 

Karl Rove has let the dogs out.  A vicious campaign to maul Citizen 
Sheehan is in play.  Instead of answering her questions - the right wing 
media hacks are focusing on her motives, her mental health, her 
ideology and her family.  These are standard and classic Rovian tactics 
used to smear administration critics.  The predictable pundits at FOX 
have taken the lead by portraying Sheehan as a treasonous >crackpot= 
who is exploiting the death of her son to gain fame and fortune and 
advance the extremist political agenda of leftist >anti-American= groups.  
Hate radio stations across the nations are assailing Cindy=s integrity and 
questioning her patriotism.803 

 
 Jeffrey Kofman 

 
Jeffrey Kofman, an ABC reporter, was Aouted@ by the Administration after 

giving voice to frustrated soldiers in Iraq.  On July 15, 2003, one week after Donald 
Rumsfeld told certain troops they would be going home, Kofman covered a story in 
which American soldiers in Falluja described low moral in Iraq and spoke angrily of 
how their tour of duty had been extended yet again.804  Kofman interviewed several 
troops who criticized President Bush and Donald Rumsfeld on camera, including Spc. 
Clinton Deitz, who said AIf Donald Rumsfeld was here, I=d ask him for his 
resignation.@805  The story was broadcast on ABC News World Report, a nightly 
newscast anchored by Peter Jennings.806  It was repeated on Good Morning America 
the next day.807 
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The White House retaliated, using Matt Drudge and 

his Drudge Report website as the vehicle.  Drudge=s website 
contained the headline:  AABC News Reporter Who Filed 
Troops Complaint Story B Openly Gay Canadian.@808  When 
asked about the story, Drudge pointed to the White House 
as his source, telling Lloyd Grove of The Washington Post 
that Asomeone from the White House communications 
shop@ had given him the information.809  Drudge was also 
reported as saying, AThe White House press office is under 
new management and has become slightly more 
aggressive about contacting reporters.@810   

 
It had become standard Administration practice to 

discredit the messenger rather than refute the message.  As 
columnist Frank Rich aptly stated, Athe >outing= of Mr. 
Kofman (who turned out to be openly gay) almost 

simultaneously with the outing of Ms. Plame points to a pervasive culture of revenge 
in the White House and offers a clue as to who might be driving it.  Joshua Green 
reported in detail in The Atlantic Monthly last year, a recurring feature of Mr. Rove=s 
political campaigns throughout his career has been the questioning of an >opponent=s 
sexual orientation.=@811 
 

 International OrganizationsBthe Organization for the Prohibition of Chemic 
Weapons and the IAEA 

 
Jose Bustani, a Brazilian diplomat and former director of the Organization for 

the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW), which oversees the destruction of two 
million chemical weapons and two-thirds of the world=s chemical weapon facilities, 
was attacked and ultimately ousted by the Bush Administration for failing to 
cooperate with the Administration=s decision to attack Iraq.  Bustani began serving as 
director of OPCW in 1997 and was reelected to the position of Director-General in May 
2000 for the 2001-2005 term by a unanimous vote.812   

 
In early 2001, Bustani sought to convince Saddam Hussein to sign the chemical 

weapons convention, hoping that he would eventually be able to send chemical 
weapons inspectors to Baghdad.  It was perceived by some in the Bush Administration 
that sending weapons inspectors to Iraq Amight have helped defuse the crisis over 
alleged Iraqi weapons and undermined a U.S. rationale for war.@813  Consequently, 
Undersecretary of State John Bolton and other Administration officials grew 
increasingly irritated with Bustani for his attempts to send inspectors to Iraq.  
According to Bustani himself, he received a Amenacing@ phone call from John 
Bolton in June 2001.814  He elaborated in an interview with the French newspaper Le 
Monde in mid-2002, saying Bolton Atried to order me around,@ and sought to have 

 
 
Jeffrey Kofman, an ABC reporter, 
was Aouted@ by the Administration 
after giving voice to frustrated 
soldiers in Iraq 
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some U.S. inspection results overlooked and certain Americans hired to OPCW 
positions.815   
 

When Bustani refused, Bolton apparently led a campaign to have him fired and 
based the campaign on Bustani purported Amismanagement@ of the agency.  But as 
one Bolton aide explicitly stated, Jose Bustani Ahad to go@ because he was trying to 
send chemical weapons inspectors to Baghdad.816  A former Bustani aide also noted 
that Bolton sought Bustani=s removal not because of mismanagement, for which Bolton 
offered no evidence, but because Bustani wanted to avoid war.  As OPCW official Bob 
Rigg told the Associated Press: AWhy did they not want OPCW involved in Iraq?  
They felt they couldn=t rely on OPCW to come up with the findings the U.S.  
wanted.@817 
 

The Bush Administration went public with its 
campaign in March 2002, moving to terminate Bustani=s 
tenure.  On the eve of an OPCW Executive Council 
meeting to consider the dismissal, Bolton personally 
met Bustani in The Hague to seek his resignation.  
When Bustani refused, according to Bustani, ABolton 
said something like, >Now we=ll do it the other way,= 
and walked out,@ OPCW official Bob Rigg recounted.818  
In the Executive Council, the Bush Administration 
failed to win majority support among the 41 nations.  
In light of this failure, the Administration became more 
aggressive in its approach, sending envoys to the 
member-states of the OPCW to secure votes for his 
dismissal.  The Administration reportedly began a 
smear campaign against Bustani, accusing him of 
Afinancial mismanagement,@ Ademoralization of his 
staff,@ Abias,@ and Aill-reputation.@819 
 

The Bush Administration also called an unusual, 
special session of the OPCW member states in April 
2002.  Addressing the delegates, Bustani pleaded that 
the conference must decide whether genuine 
multilateralism Awill be replaced by unilateralism in a 
multilateral disguise.@820  To strongarm the member 
nations, the U.S. delegation suggested it would 
withhold U.S. dues B 22 percent of the budget B if 
Bustani stayed in office, stirring fears of an OPCW 
collapse.821  With less than one-third of the member 
nations voting, the Bush Administration got its way and 
Bustani was let go.  However, in a stern rebuke to the 
Administration, the United Nations= highest 
administrative tribunal in July 2003 declared that the 
Bush Administration=s allegations were Aextremely 

 
An aide to John Bolton revealed his directive 
that  Jose Bustani “had to go” because the 
former director of the Organization for the 
Prohibition of Chemical Weapons wanted to 
send chemical weapons inspectors to Iraq.  
Not only did the U.S. threaten to withhold all 
funding for the OPCW if Bustani wasn’t fired, 
but the Bush Administration also began a 
smear campaign against Bustani, accusing him 
of “financial mismanagement,” 
“demoralization of his staff,” “bias,” and “ill-
reputation.” 
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vague@ and the dismissal was Aunlawful.@  It stated that international civil servants 
must not be made Avulnerable to pressures and to political change.@822 
 

The Bush Administration also sought to undermine the IAEA and its Director-
General.  After Jacques Baute, the head of the IAEA=s Iraq inspections unit, 
determined that the Niger documents were fraudulent and IAEA Director-General 
Mohammed ElBaradei delivered Baute=s conclusions to the Security Council, Vice 
President Cheney publicly assaulted the credibility of the organization and ElBaradei.  
Vice President Cheney stated on Meet the Press:  AI think Mr. ElBaradei frankly is 
wrong . . . I think, if you look at the track record of the [IAEA] and this kind of issue, 
especially where Iraq=s concerned, they have consistently underestimated or missed 
what it was Saddam Hussein was doing.  I don=t have any reason to believe they=re any 
more valid this time than they=ve been in the past.=@823  

 
Beginning in late 2004, the White House made a push to oust ElBaradei from 

the agency.  The Administration=s retaliation campaign included a complete halt of 
intelligence-sharing with the agency, recruitment of potential replacements and 
eavesdropping on his calls in search of ammunition to use against ElBaradei and the 
IAEA.824  As The New York Times noted, ATensions [between the United States and 
the IAEA] were so sharp that agency officials said they suspected their phones, 
including Dr. ElBaradei=s, were being wiretapped by American intelligence 
agencies.@825  Further: 
 

For most of the last year (2004), the Bush administration had tried to 
block Dr. ElBaradei from assuming a third term as chief of the agency, a 
part of the United Nations . . . The roots of the disagreement stretch 
back beore the invasion of Iraq, when Dr. ElBaradei was openly 
skeptical of the Bush administration=s accusations that Saddam 
Hussein had rebuilt a nuclear program.  No weapons of mass 
destruction have since been found in Iraq.826  

 
Mohamed ElBaradei and the IAEA were easily vindicated by the international 
community and ElBaradei recently won the 2005 Nobel Peace Prize for his 
longstanding efforts.827   
 

 Bunnatine Greenhouse 
 

Bunnatine Greenhouse was the chief contracting officer at the Army Corps of 
Engineers, the agency that has managed much of the reconstruction work in Iraq.  In 
October 2004, Ms. Greenhouse came forward and revealed that top Pentagon officials 
showed improper favoritism to Halliburton when awarding military contracts to 
Halliburton subsidiary Kellogg Brown & Root (KBR).828  Greenhouse stated that when 
the Pentagon awarded Halliburton a five-year $7 billion contract, it pressured her to 
withdraw her objections, actions which she claimed were unprecedented in her 
experience.829  
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On June 27, 2005, Ms. Greenhouse testified before Congress, detailing that the 
contract award process was compromised by improper influence by political 
appointees, participation by Halliburton officials in meetings where bidding 
requirements were discussed, and a lack of competition.830  She stated that the 
Halliburton contracts represented "the most blatant and improper contract abuse I 
have witnessed during the course of my professional career."831  Days before the 
hearing, the acting general counsel of the Army Corps 
of Engineers paid Ms. Greenhouse a visit and 
reportedly let it be known that it would not be in her 
best interest to appear voluntarily.832 

 
On August 27, 2005, the Army demoted Ms. 

Greenhouse, removing her from the elite Senior 
Executive Service and transferring her to a lesser job 
in the corps' civil works division.833  As Frank Rich of 
The New York Times described the situation, A[H]er 
crime was not obstructing justice but pursuing it by 
vehemently questioning irregularities in the awarding 
of some $7 billion worth of no-bid contracts in Iraq to 
the Halliburton subsidiary Kellogg Brown & Root.@834  
The demotion was in apparent retaliation for her 
speaking out against the abuses, even though she 
previously had stellar reviews and over 20 years of 
experience in military procurement.  "They went after 
her to destroy her," said Michael Kohn, her attorney, 
who added that the demotion was "absolutely" in 
retaliation for her complaints about the Halliburton 
contract.835 

 
 The Central Intelligence Agency and its Employees 

 
The Bush Administration also appears to have 

undermined and used the CIA and its analysts as a scapegoat for it=s own failings.  In 
the article The Secret Way to War, Mark Danner describes the Administration=s 
approach:  A[Administration] officials now explain their misjudgments in going to war 
by blaming them on >intelligence failures=Bthat is, on the intelligence that they 
themselves politicized.@836 
 

Among other things, the White House blamed the CIA and George Tenet for the 
Niger reference in the State of the Union address after the CIA had sought to modify, 
if not delete, the reference.  ACondoleeza Rice, the national-security adviser, told a 
television interviewer on July 13th, >Had there been even a peep that the agency did 
not want that sentence in or that George Tenet did not want that sentence . . . it 
would have been gone.=@837  E.J. Dionne wrote: 
 

 
 
Bunnatine Greenhouse, former chief 
contracting officer at the Army Corps of 
Engineers, was demoted after vigorously 
objecting to $7 billion worth of Iraq no-
bid contracts awarded to Halliburton 
subsidiary Kellogg Brown & Root. 
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After Tenet=s hedged statement about the Niger affair, whatever trust 
remained between the White house and C.I.A. seemed to dissolve.  
Then-national security adviser Condoleeza Rice blasted Tenet 
personally, and the White house escalated its criticisms of the C.I.A.=s 

intelligence failure.  Tenet was gone 
by early 2004.838 
 

The CIA was also undermined when it 
resisted immediate endorsement of the 
Administration=s theories about Iraq.839  When 
the CIA did not fall in line with the 
Administration=s assessment of a link between 
Iraq and al Qaeda, Aadministration officials 
began a campaign to pressure the agency to 
toe the line.  Perle and other members of the 
Defense Policy Board, who acted as quasi-
independent surrogates for Wolfowitz, 
Cheney, and other administration advocates 
for war in Iraq, harshly criticized the C.I.A. in 
the press.  The C.I.A.=s analysis of Iraq, Perle 
said, >isn=t worth the paper it is written on.=@840  
In addition, the Pentagon created a special 
intelligence operation to offer alternative 

intelligence analyses to the CIA.841 Secretary Rumsfeld began Apublicly discussing the 
creation of a new Pentagon position, an undersecretary for intelligence, who would 
rival the C.I.A. director and diminish the authority of the agency.@842 
 

In addition, when Porter Goss replaced George Tenet as Director of the CIA, 
he began what one recently retired CIA official called a Apolitical purge@ of 
analysts in the CIA=s Directorate of Intelligence.843  Several senior analysts who 
wrote dissenting papers were among those purged.  One former CIA official said, AThe 
White House carefully reviewed the political analyses of the DI so they could sort out 
the apostates from the true believers.@844  

 
We also have received information of Bush Administration retaliation against 

two CIA officials who sought to provide accurate information regarding the 
Administration=s inappropriate reliance on the Iraqi defector known as ACurveball@845 
and his alleged statements regarding mobile chemical weapons laboratories.  The first 
is AJerry,@ who led a CIA unit that went to Iraq and found Curveball=s claims to be 
blatantly false and misleading.  After he did so, he was chastised and transferred. 
According to The Los Angeles Times: 

 
Back home . . . Jerry was Aread the riot act@ and accused of Amaking 
waves@ by his office director, according to the presidential 
commission.  He and his colleague ultimately were transferred out of 

 
 
When Porter Goss replaced George Tenet as Director of the 
CIA, he began what one recently retired CIA official called 
a Apolitical purge@ of analysts in the CIA=s Directorate of 
Intelligence. 
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the weapons center.  The C.I.A. was Avery, very vindictive,@ Kay said.  
Soon after, Jerry got in touch with Michael Scheuer . . . AJerry had 
become kind of a nonperson,@ Scheuer recalled of their meeting.  AThere 
was a tremendous amount of pressure on him not to say anything.  Just 
to sit there and shut up.@846 
 

A CIA spokeswoman confirmed the account 
but declined to comment further.  Jerry 
still works at the CIA and could not be 
contacted for this report.  His former 
supervisor, reached at home, said she 
could not speak to the media.  AWhat was 
done to them was wrong,@ said a former 
Pentagon official who investigated the case 
for the presidential commission.847 
 

Another victim was David Kay, head 
of the Iraq Survey Group, which found the 
Bush Administration=s WMD claims to be 
inaccurate, including its reliance on 
Curveball: 

 
In December 2003, Kay flew back to 
C.I.A. headquarters.  He said he told Tenet that Curveball was a liar 
and he was convinced Iraq had no mobile labs or other illicit 
weapons.  C.I.A. officials confirm their exchange.  Kay said he was 
assigned to a windowless office without a working telephone.  On Jan. 
20, 2004, Bush lauded Kay and the Iraq Survey Group in his State of the 
Union Speech for finding Aweapons of mass destruction-related program 
activities. . . . Had we failed to act, the dictator=s weapons of mass 
destruction program would continue to this day.@  Kay quit three days 
later and went public with his concerns.848 

 
Finally, others in the CIA have suffered retaliation for criticizing the 

Administration or calling into question the validity or wisdom of the war.  For 
example, in spring 2001, Aan informant told the CIA that Iraq had abandoned a major 
element of its nuclear weapons program.@849  However, according to a CIA officer, the 
agency did not share the information with other agencies or with senior policy 
makers.850  The officer, an employee for the agency for more than 20 years, including 
several years in intelligence related to illicit weapons, was fired in 2004.851  In his 
lawsuit, the officer states that his dismissal was punishment for his reports 
questioning the agency=s assumptions on a series of weapons-related matters and with 
the agency=s intelligence conclusions.852 

 
 

 
 
After David Kay told CIA Director George Tenet that 
Curveball was a liar and he was convinced Iraq had no 
mobile labs or other illicit weapons he was assigned to a 
windowless office without a working telephone. 
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 Ongoing Lies, Deceptions and Manipulations 
 

Another means by which the Bush Administration has sought to cover up and 
obscure its initial misstatements about the Iraq war is through additional and ongoing 
misinformation and manipulation concerning the status of the war,853 including the 
efficacy of the occupation, the costs of the war to our nation, and the war=s impact 
on terrorism.  
 

The Bush Administration has even sought to alter its justification for the war 
after the fact, and to assert that weapons of mass destruction have been found in 
Iraq. 
 
Efficacy of the Occupation 
 

From the very outset, the Bush Administration sought to convince the American 
public that the Iraq occupation would be an unmitigated success.  Most famously, on 
May 1, 2003, President Bush landed aboard the USS Abraham Lincoln, and standing 
beneath a massive banner reading AMission Accomplished,@ declared, AIn the battle 
of Iraq, the United States and our allies have prevailed,@ and Amajor combat 
operations in Iraq have ended.@854   
 

In addition, the Bush Administration has consistently underestimated the size, 
intensity and strength of the Iraqi insurgency, and overestimated the abilities of the 
Iraqis to defend themselves.  Thus, for example on June 18, 2003, when asked at a 
Pentagon press conference about the Iraqi resistance, Defense Secretary Rumsfeld 
described it as Asmall elements@ of 10 to 20 people, not large military formations or 
networks of attackers, and observed that Ain those regions where pockets of dead-
enders are trying to reconstitute, Gen. [Tommy] Franks and his team are rooting them 
out.  In short, the coalition is making good progress.@855  More than two years later, on 
June 20, 2005, Vice President Cheney stated, in a CNN interview, AThe level of 
activity that we see today from a military standpoint, I think, will clearly decline. I 
think they=re in the last throes, if you will, of the insurgency.@856 
 

With regard to Iraqi troop capabilities, on March 14, 2004, Donald Rumsfeld 
stated: AWe=re making very good progress with respect to the Iraqi security forces.  
We=re up to over 200,000 Iraqis that have been trained and equipped, and are 
deployed and out providing security . . . [t]he essential service work is going forward, 
and so, too, the governance.@857  As recently as October 4, 2005, the President 
emphasized progress in Iraqi troop preparation and claimed there were about A30 
Iraqi battalions in the lead.@858  
 

The reality is far different.  On June 1, 2003, former Army Secretary James 
White said defense officials are Aunwilling to come to grips@ with the scale of U.S. 
involvement in Iraq.859  AThis is not what they were selling (before the war) . . . It=s 
almost a question of people not wanting to >fess up= to the notion that we will be 
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there a long time and they might have to set up a rotation and sustain it for the long 
term.@860  Former military officials have acknowledged their growing frustration with a 
war that they feel was not properly planned by the Bush Administration.  General 
Anthony Zinni, now retired, has said: 
 

There has been poor strategic thinking in this . . . [t]here has been poor 
operational planning and execution on the ground.  And to think that we 
are going to >stay the course,= the course is headed over Niagara Falls.  I 
think it=s time to change course a bit, or at least hold somebody 
responsible for putting you on this course.  Because it=s been a 
failure.861  

 
A recently retired four-star general admitted that A[w]e=re good at fighting armies, 
but we don=t know how to do this.  We don=t have enough intelligence analysts 
working on this problem.@862   
 

As for the number of combat-ready Iraqi troops, less than a week before the 
President=s speech stating there were 30 Iraqi battalions, his own commanders 
testified that the number of Iraqi battalions capable of fighting unaided had 
dropped from 3 to 1.863  Moreover, according to The New York Times, a recently 
Adeclassified Pentagon assessment@ explained that Ahalf of Iraq=s new police battalions 
are still being established and cannot conduct operations, while the other half of the 
police units and two-thirds of the new army battalions are only >partially capable= of 
carrying out counterinsurgency missions, and only with American help.. . .   Only >a 
small number= of Iraqi security forces are cable of fighting the insurgency without 
American assistance, while about one-third of the army is capable of >planning, 
executing and sustaining counterinsurgency operations= with allied support.@864 
 

The Bush Administration has even gone so far as to repeatedly take credit for 
killing or capturing al-Zarqawi=s second in command when, in reality, ANew York's 
Daily News would quickly report, the man in question >may not even be one of the top 
10 or 15 leaders.=  By one analysis, 33 so-called >top lieutenants= of Abu Musab al-
Zarqawi who have been captured, killed or identified in the past two and a half years, 
with no deterrent effect on terrorist violence in Iraq, Madrid or London.@865  

 
The Bush Administration has also repeatedly taken to highlighting turning 

points in the occupation, which unfortunately has never proved true.  AWe have long 
since lost count of all the historic turning points and fast-evaporating victories hyped 
by this president.  The toppling of Saddam's statue, >Mission Accomplished,= the 
transfer of sovereignty and the purple fingers all blur into a hallucinatory loop of 
delusion.  One such red-letter day, some may dimly recall, was the adoption of the 
previous, interim constitution in March 2004, also proclaimed a >historic milestone= by 
Mr. Bush. Within a month after that fabulous victory, the insurgency boiled over into 
the war we have today, taking, among many others, the life of Casey Sheehan.@866 
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At the same time, the Bush Administration has over-promised the extent and 
benefits of Iraqi reconstruction.  For example, in 2003, the Bush Administration asked 
Congress to appropriate over $20 billion for Iraqi reconstruction efforts and promised 
the funds would be used to restore oil production to pre-war levels, increase 
electricity production substantially above pre-war levels, and provide drinking water 
to 90% of Iraqis.867 
 

Again, the reality has proven starkly different.  Representative Waxman has 
found that A[o]il production remains below pre-war levels, electricity production is 
unreliable and well below the goal of 6,000 megawatts of peak electricity output, and 
a third of Iraqis still lack access to potable water. Billions of taxpayer dollars have 
been spent, but there is little to show for the expenditures in Iraq.@868 
 

An analysis by USA Today, based in part on an Office of Special Inspector 
General for Iraq Reconstruction Report also found rampant waste, fraud and 
diversion of reconstruction funds:  

 
Congress appropriated $ 18.4 billion for Iraq reconstruction in November 
2003, but last year nearly $5 billion of it was diverted to help train and 
equip Iraq=s security forces as the Insurgency grew in strength. . . . And 
the security costs keep increasing.  Originally estimated at 9% of total 
project costs, security costs have risen to between 20% and 30%, says 
Brig. Gen. William McCoy Jr., commander of the Army Corps of 

Engineers in Iraq. . . .  Rebuilding it has proved 
tougher than first envisioned.  Nearly half of all 
of Iraqi households still don=t have access to 
clean water, and only 8% of the country, 
excluding the capital, is connected to sewage 
networks. . . .  Besides escalating security costs, 
reconstruction also has been dogged by 
allegations of fraud and mismanagement.  Nearly 
$100 million in Iraqi funds distributed by the 
Coalition Provisional Authority for 
reconstruction was either spent without 
supporting receipts or vanished.869 

 
In its headlong efforts to convince Americans of 

the occupation=s success, the Bush Administration has 
taken several steps to insure that only positive stories 
come out of Iraq.  Thus, on March 19, 2003, the Bush 
Administration issued a directive forbidding news 

coverage of Adeceased military personnel returning to or departing from@ air bases.870  
On the other hand, the Administration has recently opted to publicize insurgent death 
tolls.  The Washington Post reported on October 24, 2005:  AEager to demonstrate 
success in Iraq, the U.S. military has abandoned its previous refusal to publicize 
enemy body counts and now cites such numbers periodically to show the impact of 

 
 
On March 19, 2003, the Bush Administration 
issued a directive forbidding news coverage of 
Adeceased military personnel returning to or 
departing from@ air bases. 
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some counterinsurgency operations . . . a practice discredited during the Vietnam 
War.@871 
 

Also, on October 12, 2005, the Bush Administration went so far as to pre-stage 
and pre-script an event with 10 American soldiers to tout the occupation=s successes, 
including a soldier whose responsibility included public affairs and press.872  According 
to press accounts, Allison Barber, Deputy Assistant to the Secretary of Defense for 
Internal Communication, could be heard asking one soldier before the start: 
  

[T]he president is going to ask you some questions.  And he may ask all 
six of them, he may ask three of them, he might have such a great time 
talking to you, he might come up with some new questions . . . So what 
we want to be prepared for is to not, not stutter.  So if there=s a 
questions that the president comes up with that we haven=t drilled 
through today, and I=m expecting the microphone to go right back to 
you, Captain Kennedy and you to handle.873 

 
On November 30, 2005, The LA Times first reported that the U.S. military was 

secretly paying Iraqi media outlets to run stories prepared by the Pentagon.874  Under 
this program, described as Aextensive, costly, and hidden,@875 the DOD has paid the 
Lincoln Group some $100 million to place more than 1,000 articles in the Iraqi and 
Arab press.  Concerning this program, a senior Pentagon official stated AHere we are 
trying to create the principles of democracy in Iraq.  Every speech we give in that 
country is about democracy.  And we=re breaking all the first principles of 
democracy when we=re doing it.@876  Colonel Jack N. Summe, the then commander of 
the Fourth Psychological Operations Group, also admitted: AWe call our stuff 
information and the enemy=s propaganda ... [even in the Pentagon] some public 
affairs professionals see us unfavorably as for propaganda ... as lying, dirty 
tricksters.@877  (This was disclosed at the same time that Scott McClellan stated the 
U.S. is Aa leader when it comes to promoting and advocating a free and independent 
media around the world.@878) 
 

This Pentagon propaganda program has its roots in the Pentagon=s AOffice of 
Strategic Influence,@ formed in the Pentagon after the September 11 attacks, which 
was disbanded in February 2002 after it was planning Ato provide news items, possibly 
even false ones, to foreign news organizations.@879  Later in 2002, Secretary Rumsfeld 
told the media he gave them a Acorpse@ by closing the Office of Strategic 
Influence, but he intended to Akeep doing every single thing that needs to be 
done.@880 
 

As Mr. Rumsfeld predicted, the Pentagon has continued to engage these 
controversial foreign propaganda activities, outsourcing to groups such as the Lincoln 
Group,881 the Rendon Group, and Ahmad Chalabi=s INC Information Collection Program 
(which provided false information regarding Iraq=s WMD Program).882 
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Beginning November 30, 2005, and continuing through the date of this report, 
President Bush has given a series of speeches outlining the plan to win the Iraq War.  
The speeches included several falsehoods and half truths.  For example, Mr. Bush 
claimed Iraqi troops control major areas of Iraq, but this is true only if you include 
militias with no particular loyalty to the Iraqi government.883  Mr. Bush also trumpeted 
the lead role of Iraqi battalions in fighting the insurgents, highlighting the claim that 
in Tal Afar Athe assault was primarily led by Iraqi security forces B 11 Iraqi battalions 

backed by 5 coalition battalions providing 
support.@  In reality, as Times= Michael Ware, who 
was embedded with U.S. troops during the battle 
explained, AI was with Iraqi units right there on 
the front line as they were battling with Al Qaeda.  
They were not leading.@884  Even the president=s 
claim that the so-called ANational Strategy for 
Victory in Iraq@ that he released as a supposedly 
Adeclassified@ version of the Administration=s 
plan to win the war since its inception in 2003 
proved false.  In reality, as The New York Times 
found, the electronic version of the document 
was prepared by Peter Feaver, a Duke public 
opinion expert who has only been advising the 
National Security Council since June of 2005.885 
 
Cost of the War and Occupation 
 

The Bush Administration is also guilty of 
severely underestimating the costs of the war and occupation, in terms of lives 
expenditures, and in its impact on our armed forces.  For example, in December 2002, 
administration officials estimated the cost of the war to be in the range of $50 to $60 
billion.886  In fact, in 2003, Deputy Defense Secretary Paul D. Wolfowitz said Iraq=s oil 
revenues Acould bring between $50 and $100 billion over the course of the next two or 
three years . . . [w]e=re dealing with a country that can really finance its own 
reconstruction, and relatively soon,@ he told a House committee.887 
 

In terms of financial costs, the reality goes well beyond the more than $277 
billion already appropriated for the war.888  When taking into account weapon 
replacement costs, veterans= benefits and deficit financing, one budget expert pegged 
the costs as $1 trillion.889  Basic running costs of the current conflicts are $6 billion a 
month.  Factors keeping costs high include almost exclusive reliance on expensive 
private contractors, costs for military personnel serving second and third 
deployments, extra pay for reservists and members of the National Guard, as well as 
more than $2 billion a year in additional foreign aid to reward cooperation in Iraq.  
The bill for repairing and replacing military hardware is $20 billion a year, according 
to figures from the Congressional Budget Office.890  But the biggest long-term costs 
are disability and health payments for returning troops, which will be incurred even if 

 
 
Deputy Defense Secretary Paul D. Wolfowitz said 
Iraq=s oil revenues Acould bring between $50 and $100 
billion over the course of the next two or three years . 
. . [w]e=re dealing with a country that can really 
finance its own reconstruction.” 
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hostilities were to stop tomorrow, these payments are likely to run at $7 billion a year 
for the next 45 years.891  
 
Ongoing Deceptions Regarding Weapons of Mass Destruction and the Decision to Go 
to War 
 

The Bush Administration has also disseminated a series of confusing if not 
outright deceptive statements concerning why the 
nation went to war and the status of Iraq=s weapons of 
mass destruction.   
 

For example, on June 15, 2005, when asked about 
the veracity of the July 23, 2002 Downing Street 
Minutes, President Bush argued, ANothing could be 
farther from the truth . . . Both of us didn't want to use 
our military.  Nobody wants to commit military into 
combat.  It's the last option.@892 

 
As noted above, the President has refused to 

respond to a letter from Representative Conyers and 
121 other Members of Congress, and more than 
500,000 Americans, asking him to respond to the 
charges inherent in the Downing Street Minutes. 893   

 
The Bush Administration also stubbornly insisted 

that there were weapons of mass destruction even 
though none were found in Iraq.  On May 29, 2003, President Bush declared that Awe 
found the weapons of mass destruction,@894 and on July 17, 2003, he repeated, 
A[w]e ended the threat from Saddam Hussein=s weapons of mass destruction.@895  
Similar misstatements were made by Secretary Powell, Secretary Rumsfeld and Vice 
President Cheney.  For example, on March 30, 2003, just days after the invasion, 
Secretary Rumsfeld appeared on an ABC News segment and stated, AWe know where 
[the WMDs] are.896 
 

The truth of course is that no weapons of mass destruction have been found.  
The Iraq Survey Group has concluded that it was unlikely that chemical or biological 
stockpiles existed prior to the war.  As Dr. David Kay testified:  AI'm personally 
convinced that there were not large stockpiles of newly produced weapons of mass 
destruction.  We don't find the people, the documents or the physical plants that you 
would expect to find if the production was going on.@897 
 

The Bush Administration also untruthfully claimed that there was no 
disagreement as to whether Iraq was attempting to reconstitute its nuclear weapons 
program or whether the President should include that claim in his 2003 State of the 
Union.  For instance, on July 13, 2003, Dr. Rice stated A[H]ad there been even a 
peep that [the CIA] did not want that sentence in or that George Tenet did not 

 
 
“We know where [the WMDs] are.” 
 
---- Don Rumsfeld, March 30, 2003 
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want that sentence in, that the Director of Central Intelligence did not want it in, 
it would have been gone.@898  The CIA, however, sent two memoranda to the National 
Security Council, then headed by Dr. Rice, that warned the claim was specious.899  
Also, the State Department=s Bureau of Intelligence and Research noted in the 
October 2002 National Intelligence Estimate that the claim was Ahighly dubious.@900 
 

The Bush Administration also sought to convince the American public that its 
rationale for war was the existence of weapons of mass destruction Aprograms,@ 

despite the fact that before the war the Administration 
was claiming the justification was B links to the September 
11 attacks and weapons of mass destruction.  Thus, after 
he could no longer credibly assert that weapons of mass 
destruction were in Iraq, he claimed that had Awe failed to 
act, the dictator=s weapons of mass destruction programs 
would continue to this day.@901  Dick Cheney, in interviews 
with USA Today and the Los Angeles Times, perpetuated 
this bait and switch tactic B last year Aweapons,@ this year 
Aprograms@ B observing that Athe jury=s still out@ on 
whether Iraq had WMD and that AI am a long way at this 
stage from concluding that somehow there was some 
fundamental flaw in our intelligence.@902 

 
The Bush Administration later sought to drop the 

weapons of mass destruction rationale entirely and 
substitute entirely new justifications.  As The Washington 
Post summarized, AAs the search for weapons in Iraq 

continues without success, the Bush Administration has moved to emphasize a 
different rationale for the war against Saddam Hussein: using Iraq as the >linchpin= to 
transform the Middle East and thereby reduce the terrorist threat to the United 
States.  President Bush, who has stopped talking about Iraq=s weapons, said . . . that 
>the rise of a free and peaceful Iraq is critical to the stability of Middle East, and a 
stable Middle East is critical to the security of the American people.=@903  Deputy 
Defense Secretary Wolfowitz, after a trip to Iraq, said flat out, AI=m not concerned 
about weapons of mass destruction . . .  I=m concerned about getting Iraq on its feet.  
I didn=t come [to Iraq] on a search for weapons of mass destruction.@904  On April 13, 
2004,  the President went so far as arguing that we need to stay in Iraq to ensure that 
those who have already lost their lives there did not die in vain:  A[O]ne of the things 
that=s very important . . . is to never allow our youngsters to die in vain.  And I made 
that pledge to their parents.  Withdrawing from the battlefield of Iraq would be just 
that.  And it=s not going to happen under my watch.@905 
 

The Bush Administration=s hurried B and incorrect B claims regarding alleged 
Iraqi mobile chemical weapons laboratories found in April and early May 2003 is 
illustrative.  At that time, the CIA and DIA issued a report stating that the trailers 
were for making biological weapons and dismissed claims by senior Iraqi scientists 

 
 
“I am a long way at this stage from 
concluding that somehow there was 
some fundamental flaw in our 
intelligence.” 
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that the trailers were used to make hydrogen for the weather balloons that were then 
used in artillery practice.906  Although intelligence experts disputed the purpose of 
these trailers, senior administration officials, including Colin Powell, repeatedly 
asserted that the trailers were mobile biological weapons laboratories.  On May 22, 
2003, Secretary Powell said, ASo far, we have found the biological weapons vans that I 
spoke about when I presented the case to the United Nations on the 5th of February, 
and there is no doubt in our minds now that those vans were designed for only one 
purpose, and that was to make biological weapons.@907 
 

The reality is, in August 2003, The New York Times reported that a majority of 
engineers from the DIA concluded in June that the vehicles were likely used to 
chemically produce hydrogen for artillery weather balloons, as the Iraqis had 
claimed.908  Their work had not been completed at the time of the CIA/DIA paper.  
 

[A] government official from a different agency said the issue of the 
trailers had prompted deep divisions within the Defense intelligence 
Agency.  The official said members of the engineering team had been 
angry that the agency issued the joint white paper with the CIA 
before their own work was completed.909 

 
The analysts of other agencies had also come to this conclusion.  A former senior 
intelligence official reported that Aonly one of 15 intelligence analysts assembled 
from three agencies to discuss the issue in June endorsed the white paper 
conclusion.@910 
 

An official British investigation has also concluded that the trailers were not 
mobile germ warfare laboratories, but were actually for the production of hydrogen 
gas.911  The Iraq Survey Group confirmed these accounts, according to Dr. Kay=s 
January 28, 2004, testimony:  A[T]he consensus opinion is that when you look at these 
two trailers, while [they] had capabilities in many areas, their actual intended use 
was not for the production of biological weapons.@912  Dr. Kay also explained that the 
trailers Awere actually designed to produce hydrogen for weather balloons, or perhaps 
to produce rocket fuel.@913 
 

In their comprehensive investigation concerning chemical weapons claims in 
Iraq, The Los Angeles Times also found that many U.S. and foreign officials believed 
the Bush Administration=s assertions regarding the two trucks were not well-founded:  
Bio-weapons experts in the intelligence community were sharply critical.914  A former 
senior official of the State Department=s Bureau of Intelligence and Research 
called the unclassified report an unprecedented Arush to judgment.@915  The DIA 
then ordered a classified review of the evidence.  One of 15 analysts held to the 
initial finding that the trucks were built for germ warfare.916  The sole believer was 
the CIA analyst who helped draft the original White Paper.917  Hamish Killip, a former 
British army officer and biological weapons expert, flew to Baghdad in July 2003 as 
part of the Iraq Survey Group, the CIA-led Iraqi weapons hunt918.  He inspected the 
truck trailers and was immediately skeptical: 
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AThe equipment was singularly inappropriate@ for biological weapons, 
he said.  AWe were in hysterics over this.  You=d have better luck 
putting a couple of dust bins on the back of the truck and brewing it 
in there.@919  The trucks were built to generate hydrogen, not germs, he 
said.  But the CIA refused to back down.  In March 2004, Killip quit, 
protesting that the CIA was covering up the truth.  Rod Barton, an 
Australian intelligence officer and another bio-weapons expert, also quit 
over what he said was the CIA=s refusal to admit error.920 

 
The Bush Administration also continues to refuse to accept responsibility for 

false claims regarding aluminum tubes and links between al Qaeda and Iraq.  When 
The New York Times asked officials in the White House about false claims concerning 
the tubes, they offered two rationalizations:  AFirst, they said they had relied on the 
repeated assurances of George J. Tenet, then the director of central intelligence, 
that the tubes were in fact for centrifuges.  Second, they noted that the intelligence 
community, including the Energy Department, largely agreed that Mr. Hussein had 
revived his nuclear program.@921  The irony is that the Administration is now blaming 
the CIA for these falsehoods even though it was the Administration that pressured the 
CIA and cherry-picked information to reach these conclusions.  Moreover, the claim 
that the Energy Department countenanced this propaganda is untenable given that 
experts at the Department had thoroughly rebutted the aluminum tube claims.  As 
one Energy Department advisor, Dr. Houston G. Wood III, stated, AI was really shocked 
in 2002 when I saw [the centrifuge claim] was still there . . . I thought it had been put 
to bed.@922 
 

As for the proposed meeting between Mohammed Atta and Iraqi intelligence, 
Vice President Cheney refused to acknowledge his misstatements.  In June 2004, he 
stated that Awe just don=t know whether the meeting took place.@923  Similarly, 
when Gloria Borger interviewed the Vice President on CNBC about his earlier claim, 
Mr. Cheney denied three times that he had ever said it had been Apretty well 
confirmed,@924 even though he had used those precise words on Meet the Press, on 
December 9, 2001.925 
 

The President has also attempted to assert that notwithstanding the 
Administration=s unique access to intelligence information, it was not alone in 
believing Iraq=s weapon=s of mass destruction somehow justified preemptive war.  This 
argument was proffered as early as February 17, 2004, when the President asserted:  
AMy administration looked at the intelligence information, and we saw a danger.  
Members of Congress looked at the same intelligence, and they saw a danger.  The 
United Nations Security Council looked at the intelligence, and it saw a danger.@926  
And as recently as November 2005, while asserting he had been exonerated by the 
Robb-Silberman Commission and Senate Intelligence Committee.  The President 
expanded the field of those who had believed Iraq had weapons of mass destruction 
to include both former President Clinton and foreign governments.927 
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The truth, however, is that the Administration has access to far greater 
information than Congress B including the President=s daily brief B and Congress is 
totally reliant on the Administration for intelligence manipulation, much of which 
cannot be discussed.  As for the charges about the Clinton Administration and foreign 
governments, the information provided to President Clinton regarding Iraq would have 
been several years out of date; while foreign governments not only had differing 
information, but this information was completely at odds with what the Bush 
Administration was saying.  As The New York Times wrote,  
 

Mr. Clinton looked at the data and concluded that 
inspections and pressure were working - a view we now 
know was accurate. France, Russia, and Germany said war 
was not justified.  Even Britain admitted later that there 
had been no evidence about Iraq, just new politics.928 

 
As for the assertions of exoneration by independent 

reviews, the Senate Intelligence Committee has not yet 
conducted a review of pre-war intelligence information, while 
Judge Silberman wrote as follows when he issued his report:  
AOur executive order did not direct us to deal with the use of 
intelligence by policymakers, and all of us were agreed that that 
was not part of our inquiry.@929 
 
Impact of the Iraq War on Terrorism 
 

The Bush Administration has also attempted to convince the American public 
that the Iraq war has succeeded in bringing about a decline in terrorism.  On October 
6, 2005, the President flatly rejected the idea that Aextremism@ had been 
Astrengthened@  by the ongoing U.S. war in Iraq, taking strong issue with analysts 
who believe that Iraq has become a Amelting pot for jihadists from around the world, 
a training group and an indoctrination center@ for a new generation of terrorists, as 
the State Department=s annual report on terrorism put it this year.930 
 

Again, the reality is far different.  As a matter of fact, there have been twice 
as many terrorist attacks outside Iraq in the three years after the September 11 
tragedy than in the three years before.931  Roger W. Cressey, formerly a White House 
counter-terrorism adviser under both President Bush and Clinton, has said, ATo say 
[the] Iraq [war] has not contributed to the rise of global Sunni extremism 
movement is delusional.  We should have an honest discussion about what these 
unintended consequences of Iraq war are and what do we do to counter them.@932  
Retired Army General, Lt. General William Odom, has stated, the invasion of Iraq was 
the Agreatest strategic disaster in the United States history,@ that the war alienated 
America=s Middle East allies, making it harder to prosecute a war against terrorists.933 

 
 
Former Chief of Army 
Intelligence (1981-85) and 
Director of the National Security 
Agency (1985-88), Lt. General 
William Odom has stated that 
the invasion of Iraq was the 
“greatest strategic disaster in 
the United States history.” 
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675Articulating the magnitude of the matter, Senate Minority Leader, Harry Reid, stated: AThis case is 
bigger than the leak of highly classified information.  It is about how the Bush White House 
manufactured and manipulated intelligence in order to bolster its case for the war in Iraq, and to 
discredit anyone who dared to challenge the president.@  Press Release, Senator Harry Reid (D-NV), 
Reid Statement on Indictment (Oct. 28, 2005), available at 
http://reid.senate.gov/record2.cfm?id=247954. 

676United States v. Libby (D.D.C. Oct. 28, 2005) (hereinafter ALibby Indictment@). Noting the historical 
significance of Libby=s indictment, The New York Times explained:  AThe chain of events that led to this 
indictment is not entirely unlike the one that prompted the Nixon White House to try to discredit 
Daniel Ellsberg, the former Pentagon analyst who provided reporters with the secret government 
history detailing the growth of American involvement in Vietnam that came to be known as the 
Pentagon Papers.  In that case, as in this, a White House sought to cast doubt on a critic of its foreign 
policy, only to enmesh itself in far deeper political and legal trouble by trying to hush up its efforts.@  
Todd S. Purdum, Shift in Focus for Prosecutor, N.Y. TIMES, Oct. 29, 2005, at A1. 

677On May 6, 2003, The New York Times published a Nicholas Kristof Op-Ed challenging the veracity of 
the sixteen words in the President=s State of the Union alleging an Iraq-Niger uranium connection.  
Nicolas D. Kristof, Missing in Action: Truth, N.Y. TIMES, May 6, 2003, at A1; see also Libby Indictment & 
3. (AThe column reported that, following a request from the Vice President=s office for an investigation 
of allegations that Iraq sought to buy uranium from Niger, an unnamed former ambassador was sent on 
a trip to Niger in 2002 to investigate the allegations.  According to the column the ambassador reported 
back to the CIA and State Department in early 2002 that the allegations were unequivocally wrong and 
based on forged documents.@).   

678On June 12, 2003, The Washington Post published an article by Walter Pincus not only challenging 
the accuracy of the sixteen words, but also indicating that the CIA knew that the Niger story was false.  
Walter Pincus, CIA Says It Cabled Key Data To White House, WASH. POST, June 12, 2003, at A16; see also 
Libby Indictment & 10 (A[The Pincus article] described Wilson as a retired ambassador but not by name, 
and reported that the CIA had sent him to Niger after an aide to the Vice President raised questions 
about purported Iraqi efforts to acquire uranium.  Pincus=s article questioned the accuracy of the 
>sixteen words,= and stated that the retired ambassador had reported to the CIA that the uranium 
purchase story was false.@). 

679An article in the July 28, 2003 New Republic questioned the sixteen words as well as the overall 
misuse of pre-war intelligence.  Editorial, 16 Words, NEW REPUBLIC, July 28, 2003, at 8; see also Libby 
Indictment & 12 (AThe article included a quotation attributed to the unnamed ambassador alleging that 
administration officials >knew the Niger story was a flat-out lie.=  The article also was critical of how 
the administration, including the Office of the Vice President, portrayed intelligence concerning Iraqi 
capabilities with regard to weapons of mass destruction, and accused the administration of suppressing 
dissent from the intelligence agencies on this topic.@).   

680The run of damaging news for the Bush Administration continued on July 6, 2003, when Ambassador 
Wilson himself wrote his first-hand accounts as an Op-Ed in The New York Times.  The Washington Post 
published an article based on an interview with Mr. Wilson, and Mr. Wilson appeared on Meet the 
Press.  See Libby Indictment & 15 (AIn his Op-Ed article and interviews in print and on television, Wilson 
asserted, among other things, that he had taken a trip to Niger at the request of the CIA in February 
2002 to investigate allegations that Iraq had sought or obtained uranium yellowcake from Niger, and 
that he doubted Iraq had obtained uranium from Niger recently, for a number of reasons.  Wilson 
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stated that he believed, based on his understanding of government procedures, that the Office of the 
Vice President was advised of the results of his trip.@).  The press deluge continued into the next week, 
as media inquiries were coming in from Matthew Cooper of Time, among others.  Id. && 22-24. 

681David Johnston & Richard W. Stevenson, Prosecutor Narrows Focus in Leak Case, N.Y. TIMES, Nov. 4, 
2005, at A25 (emphasis added). 

682Peter Wallsten & Tom Hamburger, Bush Critic Became Target of Libby, Former Aides Say, L.A. TIMES, 
Oct. 21, 2005 at A1.  

683Id. 

684Libby Indictment && 4-6: 
 
On or about May 29, 2003, in the White House, Libby asked an Under Secretary of State (>Under 
Secretary=) for information concerning the unnamed ambassador=s travel to Niger to investigate claims 
about Iraqi efforts to acquire uranium yellowcake.  The Under Secretary thereafter directed the State 
Department=s Bureau of Intelligence and Research to prepare a report concerning the ambassador and 
his trip.  The Under Secretary provided Libby with interim oral reports in late May and early June 2003, 
and advised Libby that Wilson was the former ambassador who took the trip. 
 
On or about June 9, 2003, a number of classified documents from the CIA were faxed to the Office of 
the Vice President to the personal attention of Libby and another person in the Office of the Vice 
President.  The faxed documents, which were marked as classified, discussed, among other things, 
Wilson and his trip to Niger, but did not mention Wilson by name.  After receiving these documents, 
Libby and one or more other persons in the Office of the Vice President handwrote the names AWilson@ 
and AJoe Wilson@ on the documents. 
 
On or about June 11 and 12, 2003, the Under Secretary of State orally advised Libby in the White House 
that, in sum and substance, Wilson=s wife worked at the CIA and that State Department personnel were 
saying that Wilson=s wife was involved in the planning of his trip. 

685See Larisa Alexandrovna & Jason Leopold, Bolton=s Chief of Staff Gave Information on Outed Agent 
to Libby, Lawyers Involved in Leak Case Say, RAWSTORY (Nov. 2, 2005), available at 
http://rawstory.com/news/2005/Lawyers_involved_in_leak_case_say_1102.html (A[Attorneys involved 
in the investigation] said that two former Libby aides, John Hannah and David Wurmser, told the 
special prosecutor that Libby had actually first contacted Bolton to dig up the information.@). 

686Libby Indictment & 7 (AOn or about June 11, 2003, Libby spoke with a senior officer of the CIA to ask 
about the origin and circumstances of Wilson=s trip, and was advised by the CIA officer that Wilson=s 
wife worked at the CIA and was believed to be responsible for sending Wilson on the trip.@). 

687Id. & 9 (AOn or about June 12, 2003, Libby was advised by the Vice President of the United States 
that Wilson=s wife worked at the Central Intelligence Agency in the Counterproliferation Division.  Libby 
understood that the Vice President had learned this information from the CIA.@). 

688See David Corn, After the Libby Indictment, THE NATION, Nov. 2, 2005. 

689Libby Indictment & 11 (AOn or about June 14, 2003, Libby met with a CIA briefer.  During their 
conversation he expressed displeasure that CIA officials were making comments to reporters critical of 
the Vice President=s office, and discussed with the briefer, among other things, >Joe Wilson= and his 
wife >Valerie Wilson,= in the context of Wilson=s trip to Niger.@). 
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690Id. & 18 (AAlso on or about July 8, 2003, Libby met with the Counsel to the Vice President in an 
anteroom outside the Vice President=s Office.  During their brief conversation, Libby asked the Counsel 
to the Vice President, in sum and substance, what paperwork there would be at the CIA if an 
employee=s spouse undertook an overseas trip.@). 

691Id. & 19 (ANot earlier than June 2003, but on or before July 8, 2003, the Assistant to the Vice 
President for Public Affairs learned from another government official that Wilson=s wife worked at the 
CIA, and advised Libby of this information.@). 

692The Libby Indictment establishes that the Vice President advised Libby that Mrs. Wilson worked at 
the CIA=s Counterproliferation Division on June 12, 2003, and that Mr. Cheney obtained this information 
from the CIA.  Libby Indictment & 9 (AOn or about June 12, 2003, Libby was advised by the Vice 
President of the United States that Wilson=s wife worked at the Central Intelligence Agency in the 
Counterproliferation Division.  Libby understood that the Vice President had learned this information 
from the CIA.@).  The CIA source is believed to have been Director George Tenet.  See Tom Hamburger 
& Peter Wallsten, Cheney Said to Have Told Aide of Plame, L.A. TIMES, Oct. 25, 2003, at A13.   

693It has been widely reported that on June 12, 2003, the State Department sent Powell a classified 
memorandum written a month earlier identifying Wilson=s wife as a CIA employee and saying it was 
believed she recommended Wilson for the Niger mission.  Powell was traveling with Bush to Africa, and 
sources said the memorandum was widely circulated among officials with appropriate clearances 
aboard Air Force One.  See Barton Gellman, A Leak, Then a Deluge, WASH. POST, Oct. 30, 2005, at A1.   

694It is now clear that Karl Rove learned about Wilson=s wife being employed at the CIA either from Mr. 
Libby or other sources within the Administration.  Libby Indictment & 21 (AOn or about July 10 or July 
11, 2003, Libby spoke to a senior official in the White House (>Official A=) who advised Libby of a 
conversation Official A had earlier that week with columnist Robert Novak in which Wilson=s wife was 
discussed as a CIA employee involved in Wilson=s trip.  Libby was advised by Official A that Novak would 
be writing a story about Wilson=s wife.@).  This is because it has been confirmed that the AOfficial A@ 
referred to in the indictment document is Karl Rove.  See Pete Yost, Mysterious 'Official A' is Karl 
Rove, EDITOR & PUBLISHER, Oct. 28, 2005, available at 
http://www.editorandpublisher.com/eandp/news/article_display.jsp?vnu_content_id=1001392393 
(AFriday=s indictment says >Official A= is a >senior official in the White House who advised Libby on July 
10 or 11 of 2003' about a chat with Novak about his upcoming column in which Plame would be 
identified as a CIA employee.  Late Friday, three people close to the investigation, each asking to 
remain unidentified because of grand jury secrecy, identified Rove as Official A.@). 

695Libby Indictment & 13 (AShortly after publication of the article in The New Republic, Libby spoke by 
telephone with his then Principal Deputy and discussed the article.@). 

696Pete Yost, Mysterious 'Official A' is Karl Rove, EDITOR & PUBLISHER, Oct. 28, 2005, available at   
http://www.editorandpublisher.com/eandp/news/article_display.jsp?vnu_content_id=1001392393 
(AFriday=s indictment says >Official A= is a >senior official in the White House who advised Libby on July 
10 or 11 of 2003' about a chat with Novak about his upcoming column in which Plame would be 
identified as a CIA employee.  Late Friday, three people close to the investigation, each asking to 
remain unidentified because of grand jury secrecy, identified Rove as Official A.@). 

697Libby Indictment & 16 (AOn or about July 7, 2003, Libby had lunch with the then White House Press 
Secretary and advised the Press Secretary that Wilson=s wife worked at the CIA and noted that such 
information was not widely known.@). 

698Richard Keil & William Roberts, Prosecutors Probe Centers on Rove, Memo, Phone Calls, BLOOMBERG 
NEWS, July 18, 2005; Tom Hamburger & Sonni Efron, Memo May Hold Key to CIA Leak, L.A. TIMES, July 
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17, 2005, at A22. 

699Libby Indictment & 22 (AOn or about July 12, 2003, Libby flew with the Vice President and others to 
and from Norfolk, Virginia, on Air Force Two.  On his return trip, Libby discussed with other officials 
aboard the plane what Libby should say in response to certain pending media inquiries, including 
questions from Time reporter Matthew Cooper.@). 

700On or about June 9, 2003, a number of classified documents from the CIA were faxed to the Office of 
the Vice President to the personal attention of Libby and another person in the Office.  The faxed 
documents were marked as classified.  Id. & 5.  Libby=s principal Deputy asked Libby whether 
information about Mr. Wilson=s trip could be shared with the press to rebut the allegations that the 
Vice President had sent Mr. Wilson to Niger.  Mr. Libby responded that there would be complications at 
the CIA in disclosing that information publicly, and that he could not discuss the matter on a non-
secure telephone line.  Id. & 13.  On or about July 7, 2003, Libby had lunch with the then-White House 
Press Secretary and advised the Press Secretary that Wilson=s wife worked at the CIA and noted that 
such information was not widely known.  Id. & 16.  On or about the morning of July 8, 2003, Libby met 
with New York Times reporter Judith Miller.  When the conversation turned to the subject of Joseph 
Wilson, Libby asked that the information he provided on the topic of Wilson be attributed to a Aformer 
Hill staffer@ rather than to a Asenior administration official,@ as had been the understanding with 
respect to other information that Libby provided to Miller during this meeting.  Id. & 17. 

701Jim VandeHei & Carol D. Leonning, Woodward Was Told of Plame More Than Two Years Ago, WASH. 
POST, Nov. 16, 2005, at A1. 

702Libby Indictment & 14. 

703Id. & 17. 

704Id. & 21; see also Pete Yost, Mysterious 'Official A' is Karl Rove, EDITOR & PUBLISHER, Oct. 28, 2005, 
available at 
http://www.editorandpublisher.com/eandp/news/article_display.jsp?vnu_content_id=1001392393. 

705Michael Isikoff, Matt Cooper=s Source, NEWSWEEK, July 18, 2005, available at 
http://msnbc.msn.com/id/8525978/site/newsweek/page/2/.  

706Libby Indictment & 8. 

707Id. & 24. 

708Walter Pincus, Anonymous Sources: Their Use in a Time of Prosecutorial Interest, NEIMAN REPORTS 27 
(Summer 2005). 

709Timothy M. Phelps & Knut Royce, Columnist Blows CIA Agent=s Cover, NEWSDAY, July 22, 2003 
(emphasis added). 

710Carol D. Leonnig, Columnist Says Bush Knows Who Leaked Name, WASH. POST, Dec. 15, 2005, at A07. 

711Walter Pincus, Anonymous Sources: Their Use in a Time of Prosecutorial Interest, NEIMAN REPORTS 27 
(Summer 2005).  As Newsweek recently explained: AAny reasonable reading of the events covered in 
the indictment would consider Rove=s behavior Areckless [under the EO].@  Evan Thomas & Michael 
Isikoff, Secrets and Leaks, NEWSWEEK, Oct. 13, 2003, at 26 (emphasis added). The fact that he 
discussed Plame=s identity with reporters more than once constitutes a pattern.  In the past, other 
officials have lost their security clearances for similar disclosures B even without a pattern.  Former CIA 



  Chapter 3 

 
 

 

148 
 

 House Judiciary Committee Democratic Staff 
 

                                                                                                                                                                                                            
director John Deutch and former National Security Adviser Sandy Berger (who got in trouble after 
leaving office) both lost their clearances when they took classified information home without proper 
authorization.  More recently, officials of the Coast Guard were sanctioned when they warned relatives 
of a possible terrorist threat against the New York City subways before public disclosure of the threat.  
Id. 

712Walter Pincus & Mike Allen, Probe Focuses on Month Before Leak to Reporters, WASH. POST, Oct. 12, 
2003, at A1 (emphasis added). 

713Richard W. Stevenson & Eric Lichtblau, White House Looks to Manage Fallout Over CIA Leak Inquiry, 
N.Y. TIMES, at Oct. 2, 2003. 

714Evan Thomas and Michael Isikoff, Secrets and Leaks, NEWSWEEK, Oct. 13, 2003.   

715Mike Allen & Dana Priest, Bush Administration is Focus of Inquiry, CIA Agent=s Identity Was Leaked to 
Media, WASH. POST, Sept. 28, 2003, at A1.   

716Id.  The Administration=s bad animus toward Ambassador Wilson appeared to infect its reliable ally, 
Robert Novak, who, when asked by a bystander on the street, said AWilson=s an asshole.  The CIA sent 
him.  His wife, Valerie [Plame], works for the CIA.  She=s a weapons of mass destruction specialist.  She 
sent him.@  JOSEPH WILSON, THE POLITICS OF TRUTH: INSIDE THE LIES THAT LED TO WAR AND BETRAYED MY WIFE=S CIA 
IDENTITY, at 24 (2004). 

717National Security Implications of Disclosing the Identity of an Intelligence Operative, Before the 
Senate Democratic Policy Committee, 108th Cong. (2003) (statement of Vince Cannistraro) (emphasis 
added). 

718National Security Implications of Disclosing the Identity of an Intelligence Operative, Before the 
Senate Democratic Policy Committee, 108th Cong. (2003) (statement of James Marcinkowski). 

719Peter Wallsten & Tom Hamburger, Bush Critic Became Target of Libby, Former Aides Say, L.A. TIMES, 
Oct. 21, 2005, available at 
http://www.latimes.com/news/nationworld/nation/la-na-libby21oct21,0,6448189,full.story?coll=la-ho
me-headlines. 

720Murray Waas, Cheney Libby Blocked Papers To Senate Intelligence Panel, NAT=L JOURNAL, Oct. 27, 2005 
(emphasis added), available at 
http://nationaljournal.com/about/njweekly/stories/2005/1027nj1.htm. 

721In the Libby Indictment, Special Counsel Fitzgerald notes that the outing of Ms. Plame could damage 
national security in a number of respects: ADisclosure of the fact that . . . individuals [such as Valerie 
Plame] were employed by the CIA had the potential to damage the national security in ways that 
ranged from preventing the future use of those individuals in a covert capacity, to compromising 
intelligence-gathering methods and operations, and endangering the safety of CIA employees and those 
who dealt with them.@  Libby Indictment & 1d. 

722Special Counsel Patrick Fitzgerald, Press Conference (Oct. 28, 2005) (emphasis added).  

723Dafna Linzer, CIA Checks its Exposure in Plame Case, WASH. POST, Oct. 29, 2005.  

724On January 12, Victoria Toensing and Bruce W. Sanford published an Op-Ed: 
 
Since Plame had been living in Washington for some time when the July 2003 column was published, 



                                                     Detailed Factual Findings 

 
 

  

149 

The Constitution in Crisis  
 

                                                                                                                                                                                                            
and was working at a desk job in Langley (a no-no for a person with a need for cover), there is a serious 
legal question as to whether she qualifies as Acovert.@ 
 
Victoria Toensing & Bruce W. Sanford, Op-Ed, The Plame Game: Was this a Crime?, WASH. POST, Jan. 
12, 2005, at A21.  Victoria Toensing was quoted in a news story as saying, A[Wilson] had a desk job in 
Langley. . . .  When you want someone in deep cover, they don=t go back and forth to Langley.@  
Richard W. Stevenson, At White House, A Day of Silence on Role of Rove, N.Y. TIMES, July 12, 2005, at 
A1.  She also appeared on radio and television news and restated these talking points.  See All Things 
Considered (NPR radio broadcast July 11, 2005).  Conservative talk show host Michael Medved echoed 
Toensing=s remarks: AMrs. Plame, Mrs. Wilson, had a desk job at Langley.  She went back and forth 
every single day.  It was well known in Washington parlance.@  Larry King Live (CNN television 
broadcast July 12, 2005). 
 
On July 15, Republican officials renewed their questions about Wilson=s cover.  Senator Pat Roberts (R-
KS), the Republican Chairman of the U.S. Senate=s Select Committee on Intelligence, was shown on the 
Fox News Channel questioning Wilson=s cover.  Mr. Roberts argued that A[t]he mere fact that one works 
for the CIA is not in and of itself classified.@  Fox Special Report with Brit Hume (Fox News Channel 
television broadcast July 15, 2005) (video footage of Senate Chairman).  Similarly, Republican 
consultant Tara Setmayer told CNN that AKarl Rove did not break any laws. . . . [Wilson] was at a desk 
job.  No laws have been broken, and Democrats need to get an agenda.@  American Morning (CNN 
television broadcast July 15, 2005). 

725Face the Nation (CBS television broadcast July 17, 2005).  In addition, former Republican presidential 
nominee and former Senate Majority Leader Bob Dole wrote an Op-Ed in The New York Times: 
 
[O]ne of the requirements [for a violation of the Intelligence Identities Protection Act] is that the 
federal government must be taking Aaffirmative measures@ to conceal the agent=s intelligence 
relationship with the United States.  Yet we now know that Ms. Wilson had a desk job at CIA 
headquarters and could be seen traveling to and from work.  The journalist Robert D. Novak, whose 
July 14, 2003 column mentioned Ms. Wilson, using her maiden name, and set off the investigation, has 
written that CIA officials confirmed to him over the telephone that she was an employee before he 
wrote his column. 
 
Bob Dole, Op-Ed, The Underprivileged Press, N.Y. TIMES, Aug. 16, 2005, at A15.    

726Letter from Larry Johnson, former Analyst, CIA, et al., to the Honorable J. Dennis Hastert, Speaker, 
U.S. House, et al. (July 18, 2005).   

727Id. 

728National Security Implications of Disclosing the Identity of an Intelligence Operative: Hearing Before 
the U.S. Senate Democratic Policy Committee, 109th Cong., 1st Sess. (July 22, 2005).  Larry Johnson 
testified that: 
 
What we=ve seen, particularly over the last two or three weeks, is one of the most malicious, 
disingenuous smear campaigns, not only of Ambassador Wilson, who can publicly defend himself, but of 
Valerie Plame his wife, who is still an officer at the Central Intelligence Agency and is unable to speak 
out publicly, is unable to defend herself and to correct the record. 
 
Id. (statement of Larry Johnson).  Another former CIA officer, Jim Marcinkowski, further stated; 
By ridiculing, for example, the degree of cover or the use of post office boxes, you lessen the 
confidence that foreign nationals place in our covert capabilities, especially when they=re involved in a 
community of intelligence collection, they know how these things work.  They know how they=re used. 
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Id. (statement of Jim Marcinkowski). 

729Letter from Stanley M. Moskowitz, Director of Congressional Affairs, CIA, to the Honorable John 
Conyers, Jr., Ranking Member, House Judiciary Committee (Jan. 30, 2004). 

730Letter from William Moschella, Assistant Attorney General, Department of Justice, to the Honorable 
John Conyers, Jr., Ranking Member, House Judiciary Committee (Jan. 20, 2004). 

731Investigating Leaks, N.Y. TIMES, Oct. 2, 2003, at A30 (editorial). 

732Richard Stevenson & Eric Lichtblau, Leaker May Remain Elusive, Bush Suggests, N.Y. TIMES, Oct. 8, 
2003, at A28. 

733Richard Stevenson & Eric Lichtblau, Attorney General is Closely Linked to Inquiry Figures, N.Y. TIMES, 
Oct. 2, 2003, at A1 (emphasis added). 

734Murray Waas, What Now, Karl? Rove and Ashcroft Face New Allegations in the Valerie Plame Affair, 
VILLAGE VOICE, Aug. 13, 2005.  On October 21, 2003, the Assistant Attorney General for the Criminal 
Division, Christopher Wray, testified before the Senate Judiciary Committee that he was keeping the 
Attorney General up-to-date on the investigation. This included identifying the names of individuals 
being interviewed by the Department and enough detail Afor [the Attorney General] to understand 
meaningfully what is going on in the investigation.@  Criminal Terrorism Investigations and 
Prosecutions: Hearing before the Senate Judiciary Committee, 108th Cong. (2003) (statement of 
Assistant Attorney General Christopher Wray).   

735Michael Duffy, Leaking With a Vengeance, TIME, Oct. 13, 2003, at 28 (released Oct. 5, 2003). 

736See U.S. Dep=t of Justice, Deputy Attorney General Comey Holds Justice Department News 
Conference (Dec. 30, 2003) (statement of the Deputy Attorney General).  The manner in which the 
Department appointed Fitrzgerald, however, led Fitzgerald to believe he was not granted the authority 
to issue a report at the conclusion of his investigation.  See Letter from the Honorable Patrick 
Fitzgerald, Special Counsel, U.S. Dep=t of Justice, to the Honorable John Conyers, Jr., et al. (Oct. 28, 
2005).  If the Department instead had used its express regulatory authority to appoint Mr. Fitzgerald as 
special prosecutor, such a report would have been required. 28 C.F.R. ' 600.8-.9. 

737As The Washington Post reported, A[e]ven some White House aides privately wonder whether Libby 
was seeking to protect Cheney from political embarrassment.  One of them noted with resignation, 
>Obviously, the indictment speaks for itself.=@ Carol D. Leonnig and Jim VandeHei, Libby May Have Tried 
to Mask Cheney=s Role, WASH. POST, Nov. 13, 2005, at A6.  

738See In re: Special Counsel Investigation, 374 F. Supp. 2d 238 (D.D.C. 2005).  In response to similar 
concerns expressed by Mr. Fitzgerald about Time reporter Matthew Cooper, Karl Rove, the Deputy 
White House Chief of Staff, granted a personal waiver to Mr. Cooper.  In an effort to spur Mr. Libby=s 
cooperation and the investigation=s progress, four Democratic Members of Congress wrote to Mr. Libby 
seeking his personal waiver for Ms. Miller.  See Letter from the Honorable John Conyers, Jr., et al., to 
I. Lewis Libby, Chief of Staff, Office of the Vice President (Aug. 8, 2005) ( AYour failure to grant such a 
waiver to Ms. Miller has apparently lead her to refuse to testify about her conversation(s) with you and, 
in turn, led to her recent incarceration for civil contempt for days@). While Mr. Libby claimed to have 
provided Ms. Miller with a personal waiver, Ms. Miller denied that had occurred.  See Letter from the 
Honorable I. Lewis Libby, Chief of Staff, Office of the Vice President, to Judith Miller, New York Times 
(Sept. 15, 2005); Judith Miller, Judith Miller=s Farewell, N.Y. TIMES, Nov. 10, 2005 (letter to the editor) 
(AAfter 85 days, more than twice as long as any other American journalist has ever spent in jail for this 
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cause, I agreed to testify before the special prosecutor Patrick J. Fitzgerald's grand jury about my 
conversations with my source, I. Lewis Libby Jr.  I did so only after my two conditions were met: first, 
that Mr. Libby voluntarily relieve me in writing and by phone of my promise to protect our 
conversations; and second, that the special prosecutor limit his questions only to those germane to the 
Valerie Plame Wilson case.  Contrary to inaccurate reports, these two agreements could not have been 
reached before I went to jail.@). Furthermore, on September 12, 2005, Mr. Fitzgerald stated quite 
clearly that he would welcome such a communication reaffirming Mr. Libby=s waiver as it might assist 
the investigation and lead to Ms. Miller=s release, lending credence to Ms. Miller=s account that there 
was no personal waiver.  See Letter from the Honorable Patrick Fitzgerald, Special Counsel, U.S. Dep=t 
of Justice, to Joseph A. Tate, Dechert LLP (Sept. 12, 2005). 

739Special Counsel Patrick Fitzgerald, Press Conference (Oct. 28, 2005).  Indeed, it has not gone 
unnoticed that this delay B from October 2004 to October 2005 B permitted the indictments and 
disclosure of the Bush Administration=s cover-up to be delayed until after President Bush was reelected.  
As E. J. Dionne wrote in The Washington Post: 
 
Has anyone noticed that the coverup worked? . . .  Note the significance of the two dates: October 
2004, before President Bush was reelected, and October 2005, after the president was reelected.  
Those dates make clear why Libby threw sand in the eyes of prosecutors, in the special counsel=s apt 
metaphor, and helped drag out the investigation . . . As long as he was claiming that journalists were 
responsible for spreading around the name and past CIA employment of Wilson=s wife, Valerie Plame, 
Libby knew that at least some news organizations would resist having reporters testify.  The 
journalistic Ashield@ was converted into a shield for the Bush administration=s coverup.  
 
E. J. Dionne, Jr., What the >Shield= Covered Up, WASH. POST, Nov. 1, 2005, at A25. 

740In a press briefing on September 29, 2003, White House Press Secretary Scott McClellan had the 
following exchange with reporters: 
 
Q.  You said this morning, quote, >The president knows that Karl Rove wasn=t involved.=  How does he 
know that? 
 
McCLELLAN: Well, I=ve made it very clear that it was a ridiculous suggestion in the first place . . . I=ve 
said that it=s not true . . . And I have spoken with Karl Rove. 
 
Q: It doesn=t take much for the president to ask a senor official working for him to just lay the question 
out for a few people and end this controversy today. 
 
McCLELLAN: Do you have specific information to bring to our attention? . . .  Are we supposed to chase 
down every anonymous report in the newspaper?  We=d spend all our time doing that. 
 
Q: When you talked to Mr. Rove, did you discuss, >Did you ever have this information?= 
 
McCLELLAN: I=ve made it very clear, he was not involved, that there=s no truth to the suggestion that he 
was. 
 
McCLELLAN: Dana, I mean, think about what you=re asking.  If you have specific information to bring to 
our attention B 
Q: No, but you say that B  
 
McCLELLAN:  B that suggests White House involvement.  There are anonymous reports all the time in 
the media.  The President has set high standards, the highest of standards for people in his 
administration.  He=s made it very clear to people in his administration that he expects them to adhere 
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to the highest standards of conduct.  If anyone in this administration was involved in it, they would no 
longer be in this administration. 
 
White House Press Secretary Scott McClellan, Press Briefing (Sept. 29, 2003), available at 
http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2003/09/20030929-7.html. 

741White House Press Secretary Scott McClellan, Press Briefing (Oct. 7, 2003), available at 
http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2003/10/20031007-4.html#2: 
 
Q.  You have said that you personally went to Scooter Libby (Vice President Dick Cheney=s chief of 
staff), Karl Rove and Elliott Abrams (National Security Council official) to ask them if they were the 
leakers.  Is that was happened?  Why did you do that?  And can you describe the conversations you had 
with them?  What was the question you asked? 
 
McCLELLAN: Unfortunately, in Washington, DC, at a time like this there are a lot of rumors and 
innuendo.  There are unsubstantiated accusations that are made.  And that=s exactly what happened in 
the case of these three individuals.  They are good individuals.  They are important members of our 
White House team.  And that=s why I spoke with them, so that I could come back to you and say that 
they were not involved.  I had no doubt with that in the beginning, but I like to check my information 
to make sure it=s accurate before I report back to you, and that=s exactly what I did. 

742ABC News, The Note (Sept. 29, 2003), available at 
http://www.abcnews.go.com/sections/politics/TheNote/TheNote_Sep29.html. 

743Meet the Press (NBC television broadcast, Sept. 14, 2003); see also Richard W. Stevenson & Anne E. 
Kornblut, Leak Counsel is Said to Press on Rove=s Role, N.Y. TIMES, Oct. 26, 2005. 

744Libby Indictment & 9.  This, of course also calls into question Mr. McClellan=s denial of this 
misinformation at an October 30, 2005 White House briefing. Asked whether the Vice President always 
told the truth to the American people, Scott McClellan, the White House press secretary apparently 
answered, AYes.@  Richard W. Stevenson & Anne E. Kornblut, Leak Counsel is Said to Press on Rove=s 
Role, N.Y. TIMES, Oct. 26, 2005. 

745The President, Press Conference (Oct. 28, 2003), available at 
http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2003/10/20031028-2.html. 

746President George W. Bush, Press Conference of the President After G8 Summit, (June 10, 2004) 
available at http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2004/06/20040610-36.html. 

747President George W. Bush, President, Prime Minister of India Discuss Freedom and Democracy (July 
18, 2005), available at http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/releases/2005/7/20050718-1.html. 

748This stands in sharp contrast to when the President offered strong ethical pledges during his first 
campaign for president, when he said AAmericans are tired of investigations and scandal, and the best 
way to get rid of them is to elect a new president who will bring a new administration, who will restore 
honor and dignity to the White House.@  CNN Today (CNN television broadcast Sept. 14, 2000) (video 
clip of then-Governor George W. Bush). 

749Antonia Zerbisias, TV Man Is (Shock) Gay, And (Horror) Canadian, TORONTO STAR, July 19, 2003, at 
A15. 

750As columnist Frank Rich so aptly stated, AWhen the Bush mob attacks critics like Ms. Sheehan, its 
highest priority is to change the subject.  If we talk about Richard Clarke's character, then we stop 
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